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THE. PRESBYTERIAN. 


anv THe Curistian SpecraTor.— 


that the ‘caveat of Dr. Sprague against imprudent 
éaeures was not likely to injure the causeof re- 
vivals, in the estimation of good men in Great 

ritain; and we stated reasons why the prédic- 
tions of the Christian Spectator were not likely 
to:be fulfilled, At the time of our making those 
zemaks we had not seen any of the European no- 
tices of Dr. Sprague’s work, except those te which 
We'then alluded. We now have the satisfaction 
of giving extracts from the essays of the Rev. Mr. 
Redford, and the Rev. J. .2. Jumes of Birmingham, 
which accompany the British editions of the ‘* Lec- 
tures on Revivals of Religion.” Let the reader 


it is-abogt a month since we endeavoured to show 


words in order to say to the fathers and brethren 
now convened in this city: Consider once more 
the power of the engine; and reflect upon the 


-|amount which you have contributed to make it 
_| available for the cause of Christ. 


We look high- 
er than our own petty interests, and are not cater- 
ing for our own columns. Write one paragraph 


ja month for the paper which you most approve, 


and you preach to thousands. 


Rerorm.—The attempts of priests 
in Germany to effect a reformation become more 
and more serious. The Chapter of Offemburg, in 
the Grand duchy of Baden, has recently petitioned 
the Archbishop of Fribourg to subject the affairs 
of the diocess to a complete revision. They beg 
for a catechism adapted to the times; the intro- 
duction of the mother tongue into every part of 
worship; the remission of binding fasts; the di- 
minution of festivals; the re-establishment of 
synods; the privilege of marriage among priests. 
This petition, printed by Braux at Offemburg, 
has been circulated in all the chapters of the 


judge how far the apprehensions of the Christian | 


Spectator have been. realized. We happen to 
know, moreover, that letters have been received in 
this country from Dr. Chalmers, Dr. Dick, Messrs. 
Thomas Hartwell Horne, Bickersteth and others, 
all ‘in, approbation of these Lectures, and of the 
ground which the author takes. Hence we are 
persuaded that the volume precisely meets the 
exigencies of the British public, the Editor of the 
Spectator to the contrary notwithstanding. 

Mr. Redford, after mentioning the evils con- 


nected with some of our own revivals, “ many of 


which”’ he says “arise out of imprudent manage- 
ment, and are therefore most properly named by 
the author for the purpose of correcting, not of dis- 
crediting the system,”’ and after speaking of these 
evils as more tolerable than worldly mindedness, 
goes on to say: ‘Now the present observa- 
tions, and indeed the present volume, is designed 


for those who are of this opinion. The author is’ 


no friend to extravagance or disorder. He is no 
indiscriminate admirer and promoter of revivals. 
He is no palliator of their defects and abuses. He 
extenuates nothing of the bad consequences 
which have arisen, nor of the extremes to which 
they have been carried. Nor does he on the 
other hand set down aught in malice. The most 
sober minded can hardly think him enthusiastic ; 
and the most scrupulous will scarcely deem his 
recommendations and advices injudicious or ques- 
tionable.” 

Of anxious seats he says :—‘* We are not how- 
ever called to judge of the propriety of this mea- 
sure there, but here it would certainly be injudi- 
cious. The state of the professing world is quite 
unfit to receive it; and were it otherwise, it is an 
expedient of such questionable propriety, that it 
onght not to be recommended. If it were attempt- 
ed, it would most probably fail. As amere de- 
vice of man’s contriving, it contains no imperative 
sanction, and must be submitted to the standard 
of expediency. I refer the reader however here 
particularly to the letter at the end of this volume, 
in ‘which are ‘collected the sentiments of the min- 
isters of all parties, and most of them of long 
standing and large experience.” 

. Mr. James says: “It is of great importance, 
brethren, that your minds should be put upon 


their guard against the influence of testimony de- 


signed and calculated to diminish your credence 
of the accounts which have been sent to us from 
the great transatlantic Republic. An erroneous 
opinion.on the subject, received from false witness- 
es, will-be fatal to all our hopes of ever beholding 
similarscenes in thiscountry. You will not com- 
mit yourselves, you ought not to do so, to the 
éhase of an ignis fatuus but will be content to 
lie down and sleep through the dullest coldest 
right of spiritual indifference which could fall upon 
our charches, rather than awake to the pursuit of 
a meteor. Hence arises the great value of the 
volume now submitted to your examination, and 
earnestly commended to your attention. It is not 
only testimony from the very scene of revivals, 
but it is testimony of a most satisfactory kind. It 
is collective evidence, containing the opinion of no 
less than nearly twenty separate witnesses; and 
as these witnesses are of six different denomina- 
tions of religion, they cannot be suspected of any 
intention to exalt and extend the fame of their 
own sect, It is the testimony of sober minded 
men;.of men whose evidence betrays not the 
slightest tincture of enthusiasm ; and who seem to 
be of phlegmatic rather than of sanguine tempera- 
ment; as is proved by their letters. It is impar- 
tial testimony; for the witnesses while they 
advocate the cause of revivals, all depose to the 
existence of excesses and abuses. They do not 
attempt to conceal their knowledge of these facts, 
nor do they repress their fears of still greater ex- 
fravagance. And-yet it is harmonious testimony, 
as to the existence and importancé of revivals. 
The volume is at once an irrefragable proof of the 
momentous reality, and of its liability without 
¢aution to be abused. Every page of the book 
breathes the exquisite and sensitive jealousy of a 


- tender,and vigilant affection, which yearns over 


our endeared object and is anxious that it shouTd 
not sink in public esteem. It is the voice of en- 
lightened zeal, pleading for the preservation of 
a valued scheme, from the phrensied inspiration 
of a'wild enthusiasm. I consider Dr. Sprague’s 
volume therefore as the most important and satis- 
factory testimony that has yet reached us on the 
subject of revivals.” | 


Tue Power or THE Press.—The power of the 
Press, says the Westminster Review, (Museum, 
No..:130.) depends on causes in part unconnected 
with the ability of its conductors. It arises 
chiefly the power of spreading its opinions, 
whatever they ate, from its means of rapid com- 
munication, and. perpetual transmission. sen- 
tence thaugh feeble in itself gains a momentum 
merely by its being sent before ten thousand indi- 
viduals atthe. same instant, The man who can 
publish what he pleases in a Journal habitually 


Le Protestant, for March (three numbers) 
has been received at this office. We observe 
with pleasure that its principal efforts are directed 
against the errors of Romanism. It contains 
cheering proofs that Protestantism is rising again 
in various parts of France. 

Before the Revocation of the Edict of Nantes, 
the church of Calmon, near to Mazamet, was 
flourishing. Religious persecution destroyed it. 
Within the last four months a large edifice has 
been erected, and from one thousand to twelve hun- 
dred Protestants are anxiously awaiting a pastor. 
Though we suppose that these people are not 
evangelical, yet we rejoice that a door is opened 
to reach them. The same zeal is manifested at 
St. Amand. 

Walloon Churches. These assemblies still 
flourish in Holland. Vacancies are filling up, 
and no congregation suffers. The political con- 
vulsions of the land have not shaken its religious 
institutions. 


From Smyrna.—O Newv, or, The 
Friend of Youth has just arrived. Dates January 
30th to March Ist. The last page of this paper 
is in modern Greek. Our gleanings are as fol- 
lows: 

From the correspondence of the Journal of 
Smyrna, it seems that the Jesuits are establishing 
themselves in the Levant.—A new Modern Greek 
Grammar is in press under the supervision of the 
head master of the Evangelical School.—A great 
desire is felt at Smyrna that a Seamen’s Chaplain 
should be sent thither from America; and when 
we consider how many American vessels touch 
at that port, it appears to be a pressing demand. 

The winter at Smyrna was uncommonly se- 
vere; the mercury standing for several successive 
days at 24°, 22°, and 20° below zero, Fahren- 
heit. 

The Boston Institution for the Blind has great- 
ly excited the zeal of pious men in Smyrna. 
A similar effort is there proposed. Nearly one 
third of the families aided by the Female Benev- 
olent Society were reduced to poverty by blindness, 


Greece.—Otho the young king of Greece has 
been received at Napoli, with great ceremony 
and enthusiam. The French troops are soon to 
leave the country; a general amnesty has been 
proclaimed, and we may hope that at least tem- 
porary tranquillity will be enjoyed by this long 
distracted country. While athousand sycophants 
hasten to surround the throne, the patriotic Muse 
has tuned the lips of one of her genuine sons,— 
Alexander Soutzo. 

Turkey and Egypt.—Amidst the thousand and 
one reports with which the town has been filled 
for a few weeks past we think it is certain that the 
Egyptian troops are at Magnesia, eight hours dis- 
tant; and that Smyrna has within the last week 

eaceably submitted to the authority of Ibrahim 

asha. We believe that his advanced guard is not 
far from Constantinople, after having had, per- 
haps, a slight conflict with the Turks, and that 
some Russian ships ,and soldiers had arrived 
there, to prevent if possible, his entrance into the 
city. As yet-we have seen no Egyptian soldiers 
in Smyrna, though rumour has filled the city with 
them: we shall not be surprised if they come, 
but we presume they will be guilty of none of 
those disorders which are reported to have taken 
place at Magnesia. 

If the Russians are at Constantinople, will the 
English and French fleets attempt to drive 
them away? Will Russia, Prussia, Holland, 
Turkey, etc. be arrayed against England, France, 
Belgium and Egypt, and thus nearly all Chris- 
tian and Mahommedan nations become engaged 
in a murderous war? For the interests of com- 
merce, the cause of humanity, and for the holy 
and peaceful kingdom of. Christ, again we say, 
we trust not.—Friend of Youth, 


WHO CANNOT AFFORD TO TAKE A NEWS- 
PAPER. 

The plea of being unable to pay two dollars a 
year for a paper, is frequently heard from those 
who are the last that should make it; from well- 
conditioned citizens and thriving householders, 
who have abundance to lay out every year for the 
mere luxuries of living, and in some cases from 
the richest in the land, whose wealth lies in ac- 
tive accumulation around them. By such per- 
sons, money paid for a paper is looked upon as 
so much wasted from their general stock, or at 
least laid out with less advantage than it might 
have been laid out in some other way. They 


ture at this point, and please themselves with the 
idea of saving just here all that their less prudent 


}neighbours pay for the privilege of having a 


newspaper in theirhouses. ‘There is that with- 
‘holdeth more than is meet, and yet it tendeth to 
poverty.” Oh, how often and how sadly this 
maxim of inspired wisdom is illustrated in the 
history of those who hold themselves to be the 
prudent and thrifty of the earth! There is a 
poverty which lies not in the dearth of dollars and 
cents, and this is seen going hand in hand every 
day with the principle of saving—an evil vastly 
more deplorable than the worst of those with the 
apprehension of which the minds of the people 
generally are haunted. It is the povERTY OF THE 
SOUL ; not in that good sense in which it is com- 
mended in the Bible, but in the bad sense in 
which we see it so frequently exemplified in the 
world, in the case of those whose intellectual and 
moral nature is found lying uncultivated and waste 
—in the midst of all the opportunities of know- 
ledge they enjoy, a dark and dismal chaos, * with- 
out form and yoid.”—The Friend, 


far the Westminster Review. We quote the| 


hold it for economy to resist the call for expendi- | 


NEW YORK SOUTHERN SUNDAY SCHOOL 
UNION. 


The annual meeting of this Society was held 
yesterday morning at the Chatham street Chapel. ' 


. The annual Report was read. ‘The operations: 


of the Society during the past year, were some- 
what checked by the Cholera, but it has lost noth- 
ing of its usefulness and vigour. 

e number of pupils in the various schools 
under the direction of the Society is 29,553, of 
which number 1500 have been enrolled during the 

ast year. The number of teachers and pupils who 
hove embraced religion during the past year is 
591. The receipts of the Society, from the same 
period, were $1,043, and its expenditures $1,628. 
Addresses by Rev. Mr. Norton, Dr. Lansing, 
Rev. Mr. Welsh, and Thomas Bradford, Esq. 


NEW YORK SUNDAY SCHOOL UNION. 


The Annual Meeting of this Society. was held 
last evening at the Dutch Reformed Church, 
Broome street,—Rev. Dr. Milnor in the chair. 
Extracts from the annual Report were read by 
Horace Holden, Esq., after which, the meeting 
was addressed by Rev. Messrs. M‘Cartee of this 
city, Nevins of Baltimore, Bacon of New-Haven, 
and Thomas Bradford, Esq., of Philadelphia. 
The last named gentleman attended as Delegate 

It was stated in the ‘Report, that the number of 
schools connected with the Union is 68, all hav- 
ing a male and female department except two. 
Teachers 2,014; of whom 1,039 are females. 
Scholars 13,484; of whom 242 are professors of 
religion. The number of Libraries is 56, con- 
taining an aggregate.of 16,490 volumes. ‘There 
has been an increase, during the year, of 185 
teachers, and 1,749 scholars. Three thousand 
Bibles being a donation of the American Bible 
Society, have been distributed among the schools 
within the same period. 


EXHIPITION OF THE DEAF AND DUMB. 


This exhibition attracted as great a crowd at 
Chatham street Chapel last evening, as was ever 
brought together there, on any occasion. 

The President of the Institution, the Rev. Dr. 
Milnor, delivered a brief address concerning the 
affairs of the institution, from which we are sorry 
to learn that it labours under much pecuniary em- 
barrassment. Four thousand dollars are wanted 
to discharge debts already incurred; and, not- 
withstanding the aid afforded by the Legislature, 
the funds of the Institution are wholly inadequate 
to the instruction of all the deaf and dumb in the 
State. The whole number of deaf and dumb in 
the State at the present time, is about nine hun- 
dred; and even on the supposition that it will 
remain stationary, there will always be one hun- 
dred and fifty of suitable age for instruction. 
The whole number now under tuition is ninety- 
six. 
Very able instructors have been obtained, and 
improvements in the mode of instruction are mak- 
ing. During the intervals of the usual course 
of instruction, lectures, by signs, on various sub- 
jects, are to be given to the pupils by the profes- 
sors. 

The young men are also taught various 
trades, and the girls are instructed in plain and 
ornamental needle work, household affairs, &c.— 
Jour. of Com. | 


INFANT SCHOOL SOCIETY. 


The sixth annual meeting of this Society was 
held yesterday, at the Canal street Church. 

The Annual Report exhibits, a gratifying view 
of the increasing number, popularity and success 
of the schools in this city. ‘The first Infant 
School was established here in May, 1827, and 
the experience of six years has placed beyond 
dispute the practicability of instructing infants, 
not only in the branches of primary education, but 
in the principles of morals and religion. 

There are now, in this city, sixteen schools, 
wherein 2370 infant children receive instruction, 
—1400 in the charity schools and 970 in those 
attached to the public schools. ‘There are also 
eleven private schools, conducted upon the Infant 
plan, comprising about 420 children. There are 
still 6000 children, under four years of age, who 
are not embraced in any of the schools. The 
Managers report that their funds are entirely ex- 
hausted, and unless their treasury is replenished, 
their exertions can be of little avail.—The im- 
pression that provision is made for the instruc- 
tion of the infant children of the poor, by the 
Public School Society, is errroneous. The So- 
ciety will be able to support but few infant 
schools, and their funds cannot be appropriated 
to children under four years of age. Under 
these circumstances, the Managers appeal, with 
confidence, to the public for further contributions. 


MAGDALEN MEETING. 


On Thursday afternoon, at 4 o’clock, an ad- 
journed meeting was held in Chatham street 
Chapel, on the subject of the vice of licentious- 
ness, and of the efforts of Rev. J. R. M*Dowall 
for its suppression. ‘The meeting consisted. of 
ladies and gentlemen of this city, and from differ- 
ent sections of the country, including a large por- 
tion of clergymen. 

Mr. Jonn Wueetricnut, of this city in the 
chair. Rev. T. T. Waterman, of Providence, 
Secretary. After a brief statement from Rev. J. 
R. M-Dowall, remarks were made by Rev. Mr. 
Parsons, Rev. Dr. Lansing, Mr. Willam Goodell, 
Mr. Smith, from Andover, Rev. Mr. beam, ta 
of Newbury, Rev. E. N. Kirk of Albany, Rev. 
T. 'T. Waterman, of Providence, Rev. Mr. Root, 
[if we rightly understood the name,]} and by Rev. 
S. Graham. 

A resolution was adopted for opening a sub- 
scription for the support of Mr. M‘Dowall and an 
additional laborer to co-operate with him; and up- 
wards of six hundred dollars were subscribed on 
the spot, though the meeting was not large. 
Several clergymen became responsible for $50 
each, in the belief that that the people of their 
charge would assist them in raising the money. 
Others put down their individual subscriptions for 
the same or smaller amounts.—Gen. of , 


DISCUSSION ON COLONIZATION. 


On Thursday evening, according to previous 
appointment, the discussion on the comparative 
merits of the principles of the Colonization So- 
ciety, and of the friends of immediate abolition, 
as a means for the safe and salutary extinction of 
slavery, took place in Clinton Hall. 

Rev. Mr. Frost of Whitesboro’ presided. The 
meeting was opened with prayer by Rev. Leon- 
ard Bacon of New Haven. 

Mr. R. S. Finley, agent of the Colonization 
Society, opened the discussion, in favour of its 
claims, and spoke precisely one hour. He was 
followed for the same length of time by Rev, S. 
S. Jocelyn of New Haven, in favour of the prin- 
ciples of immediate emancipation. 

Mr. Finley then occupied ten minutes, Mr. 
Jocelyn, ten, and Mr. Finley ten, when the de- 
bate terminated. The Hall was thronged to 
overflowing. Among the audience we noticed 
distinguished gentlemen, from various parts of 
the country, including ene or two clergymen from 
the South, | 

Much light, we are persuaded, was elicited, 
and we hope such discussions will be repeated. 
An intense interest was kept up until after ten 
o’clock.—Gen. of Tem, 


Zion. 


than one thousand miles. 


| our hands by a friend, in order to bo inserted last 


week, but for this purpose they came too late. 
We would very respectfully commend them to 
the impartial notice of such as read our paper. 


This ecclesiastical body, this year, consists 
of more than 250 members. All these have 
sworn allegiance to Jesus Christ the King of 
The glory of God among men is intimate- 
connected with the character and proceedings of 
this body. Many eyes are with interest fixed on 
them. Angels doubtless hover around and sur- 
vey the Assembly. And most certainly, He 
who walketh amidst the golden candlesticks and 
holdeth the stars in his right hand, and whose 
eyes are like a flame of fire, is present, to inspect 
the conduct of his professed servants. And all 
the churches should know and consider, that He 
not only surveys the outward actions, but searche 
the reins and the heart. The feeling of responsi- 
bility in large bodies is apt to be felt very feebly. 
Each member sees that the business can procead 
without his agency, and often things may go con- 
trary to his wishes, and he is under a strong 
temptation to cease his efferts and to remit his 
attention. But let it be remembered, that the 
General Assembly consists of individuals, and 
will take its complexion from their spirit and be- 
haviour, and if one may lawfully be remiss, so 
may another, and another, until the most weighty 
concerns of the church will be neglected or care- 
lessly performed. Jt is sometimes a matter to be 
deeply deplored, that things are permitted in such 
bodies to take a direction, which they never would 
have been suffered to take, if all the members had 
been in their places, and conscientiously vigilant 
in attending to the business in hand. 

If it be inquired, how may this General As- 
sembly so conduct themselves as to promote the 
interest of the Redeemer’s kingdom, and hold 
up true religion in a favourable light to the ob- 
serving world; the answer is not difficult. If 
all the members enter the body under a solemn 
sense of the awful responsibility which rests 
upon them; and with hearts burned down with 
genuine humility and rising to heaven in ardent 
aspirations for divine aid and direction. 

There should exist a warm and pure feeling of 
brotherly love: a disposition to consult the com- 
fort and edification of one another; a disposition 
neither to give offence nor to take offence ; a res- 
pectful and cautious behaviour to all, and espe- 
cially to men of age and experience. There 
should be a vigilant watch maintained by each 
one over his spirit and over his tongue. How 
desirable that all petulance and pettishness; all 
ostentation and vanity ; and all rashness, loqua- 
city and turbulence, shouldbe absent from such 
an 

It is absolutely necessary to the dignity of such 
a body as well as to the despatch of business, 
that good order should be maintained: amd to 
this every individual member must lend his aid, 
not only by avoiding himself every thing which 
has a tendency to produce confusion, but by 
using his influence to put down all disorderly 
measures. 

But as the General Assembly is a high court 
of appeals, which is often called to adjudicate 
cases on which matters of greater importance 
than any worldly property depends, the members 
should be characterized by solemn gravity, and 
by a conscientious regard to truth, justice, and 
the interests of religion, in all their votes and 
speeches. 

And finally, let party spirit—that bane of pub- 
lic bodies—have no admission; or if this enemy 
of peace shows its deformed head, let her be so 
discountenanced that she may hide herself as 
ashamed. 

And if a right spirit should pervade the whole 
body; if kind affections should glow in every 
bosom and flow from heart to heart; if elevated 
and pure feelings of devotion should be enkin- 
dled; ifthe peace of God should fill every breast, 
and the only strife should be, who should be the 
most humble and disinterested, what a blessed 
Assembly would it be! 


For the Presbyterian. 
COMMISSIONER'S FUND. 


Mr. Editor,—I regret that some notice was not 
seasonably published in your paper, of the duty 
and importance of making collections in all the 
churches for this fund. Fo year, I was morti- 
fied, when I heard read out the pitiful dividend 
which this fnnd afforded to the commissioners, 
some of whom had travelled more than a thou- 
sand miles, to attend to the business of the 
church. It was expected when this fund was es- 
tablished, that the Presbyteries situated near to 
the seat of the General Assembly would contri- 
bute liberally, so that the expense of keeping up 
this representative body would be equalized ; 
and for some time, there was an approximation 
to justice in this respect; but for several years 
past the thing has been growing worse and 
worse; until the allowance has become so small 
that it is scarcely worth acceptance. I be- 
lieve, if the collections from many Presbyteries 
which are at no great distance from Philadelphia, 
were examined, it would be found that they are 
scarcely sufficient to pay their own commission- 
ers. If I were a member of the Assembly, I 
would propose that a summary of the collections 
from each Presbytery should be distinctly pub- 
lished in the Minutes, that it might appear whe- 
ther any, and if any, what parts of the church 
= proper attention to this important object. 

am aware that a number of Presbyteries .con- 
tribute nothing to this fund, and their delegates 
draw nothing = it. Now where the Presby- 
teries are sufficiently remote from the centre, 
there is no objection to this plan. By this means 
they are able to secure a more full representa- 
tion, as they commonly engage to defray the ac- 
tual expenses of their own commissioners. But 
if this practice is permitted in regard to Presby- 


teries which are near to Philadelphia, it will de- 


feat the object aimed at in the establishment of this 
fund. I have not, however, heard of any com- 
plaint respecting this matter. | 
My object in penning these remarks is to pre- 
sent the subject the consideration of the Gene- 
ral Assembly; for it undoubtedly deserves their 
attention. And also, and more especially, to 
make an observation or two, respecting the dis- 
tribution of this fund. Frequently men come on 
in the 7 of ruling elders from the distant 
parts of the church, who are engaged in mercan- 
tiie business; or who take the opportuntiy of com- 
ing to the Assembly, to transact secular matters. 
Now I would put it to the moral feelings of such 
persons, whether they ought to draw their divi- 
dend from this fund, when there are so many in- 
digent clerical representatives, who come solely 
for the ose of attending to the affairs of the 
church ? Pao not know whether elders, of the 
description above mentioned, are in the habit of 
drawing their quota, but I will mention a fact, 
which, a number of years since, fell under wy 
own observation. A merchant who resided more 
than a thousand miles from Philadelphia, attend- 
ed the Assembly as a commissioner. When I 
say attended, I mean that he delivered in his 
commission, had his name enrolled, and took his 
seat, but I think I am within the limits of truth, 
when [I say, that his whole attendance in the 
house did not amount to one day. He was dili- 
gently engaged in transacting his mercantile con- 
cerns. But this elder actually drew from the 
commissioners fund his full mileage, for more 
Certainly, men who 
are occupied with their own business, and pay 


that clerical delegates are often as inattentive to 
the business of the Assembly as the eldership, 
and that some delegates from distant parts of the 
church, who receive their full quota from this fund, 
are absent a large proportion of the time of the 
sessions. If the faet be so, I mean not to be- 
come their apologist. But I write not to teach 
members of the General Assembly what their 
duty is, but merely to intimate, that agreeably to 
a very old rule, ** They who do not work should 
not eat;’? and I do think, that before members 
draw from this fund there should be some inquiry 
whether the person has been in regular attend- 
ance; and let not the distribution be made till 
near the close of the Assembly; so that they who 
leave the body with or without leave, may not 
have the opportunity of receiving their dividend. 
Thus there will be the more to defray the ex- 
penses of those who remain to transaet the busi- 
ness. I would moreover suggest, not as a mat- 
ter of justice, but of favour, that the members 
who are within a hundred miles of home, should 
relinquish their quota. ‘Travelling is now cheap 
within that distance, and the members are enter- 
tained in Philadelphia, without expense. It may 
indeed be said, that it is as reasonable for a mem- 
ber who comes an hundred miles, as for one who 
comes a thousand, to receive his dividend, because 
the allowance is in proportion to the distance tra- 
velled. This is true, but it is also true, that they 
who come from a great distance must be subjected 
to great sacrifices besides the expenses of travel- 
ling. For two or three months, their private af- 
fairs must be neglected: and in the outfit for a 
long journey, there is necessarily much expense 
incurred. his last suggestion, however, we do 
not press. It is believed that some whole Pres- 
byteries, situated near to Philadelphia, decline 
drawing any thing from this fund. 
NOT A MEMBER OF THE GEN. ASSEMBLY. 


PARTIES IN THE CHURCH. 


The (Philadelphia) Presbyterian, of April 
24th, complains of management on the part of 
a distinguished clergyman, with a view of secur- 
ing a representation in the General Assembly 
that would give the party to which he belongs 
a decided majority. As for ourselves we have no 
doubt that circulars have been issued for this 
very purpose. And we heartily concur with the 
Editor that, in such cases, ** prevention becomes 
an imperative duty.”” The evil we fear is a 
growing one; and as it has been charged upon 
both parties, or rather upon individuals of both 
parties; and as persistance in it must eventually 
lead to calamitous consequences, it cannot be too 
soon, nor too severely rebuked. All .who love 
the purity of the church, its peace and its prosperi- 
ty, should unite in giving a permanent check to the 
indiscreet zeal which would promote any system 
of measures even by an appearance of departure 
from the simplicity of the Gospel.—Charleston 
Obs. 


CAMPBELLISM. 


Extract of a Letter from Rev. J. M. Peck, of Rock 
Spring, Illinois, to his friend in Boston, 

‘¢ The past winter has been signalized by some 
extensive revivals—But we are surrounded with 
errors of every description, and some formidable 
ones that are not known in your region. Hun- 
dreds are baptized in the West ‘for the remission 
of sins.” The tenet is boldly and unequivocally 
maintained that baptism is indispensable to the 
pardon of sin. Powerfu! appeals are made to the 
hopes and the fears of men, and every one who 
admits the truth of Christianity, and will ‘re- 
solve” to obey its laws, is urged into the water. 
This act of obedience, in conjunction with former 
acts, furnishes the assurance that the sins are par- 
doned. We know it, because we know we have 
complied with a visible and definite duty. No 
sooner are there signs of a revival, than these 
men rush in, and urge convicted sinners into the 
water, that they may find relief. They go in 
with a guilty conscience,—they come out shout- 
ing and rejoicing that their sins are pardoned ! 
This is Campbellism in practice.’’—Chris. Watch- 
man, 


EXTRACT OF A LETTER FROM ROME, 


Dated February 23, 1833. 
* * * 


‘*There was this day a congregation of the 

Propaganda at which the Pope presided. Detroit, 
Mich.] was created into a See, and the Right 

ev. Doctor Reze appointed its first Bishop. 
The Right Rev. Doctor Purcell, president of Mt. 
St. Mary’s College, Emmettsburg, [Md.] was 
appointed Bishop of Cincinnati, Ohio. Several 
other questions regarding the American church 
were laid over until the next Congregation ; 
amongst them was that respecting the propriety 
of creating a new See at Vincennes, Indiana. 
Cardinals Weld, Lambruschianni and Sale, were 
appointed a committee to make the necessary in- 
quiries, and to report upon the same, and other 
queStions. 

‘¢] was invited by his Eminence the Cardinal 
Pedicianni, the prefect of Propaganda to ordain a 
Deacon for the Irish mission: and accordingly on 
Sunday, the 17th inst. in the chapel of that col- 
lege I ordained the Rev. Michael Hope, of Meath. 
I.am also engaged by the Irish Franciscans to 
preach at St. Isidore’s on St. Patrick’s day.” 
—Cath, Miscel, 


For the Presbyterian. 
MR, DUFFIELD’S CASE. 
Continued. 


It is my purpose now to give a succinct 
history of the course pursued in Presbytery dur- 
ing the trial of Mr. Duffield. And this becomes 
still more necessary inasmuch as another commu- 
nication has appeared in the Philadelphian, pur- 

orting to be from Mr. D.’s congregation in Car- 
isle, giving an unwarranted colouring to the 
whole affair; and laying to the charge of Presby- 
tery things which we unhesitatingly affirm can- 
not be proved; and which, if permitted, we shall 
in due time notice. What forbearance the Pres- 
bytery exercised towards Mr. D., and what in- 
dulgence they granted him, will appear as we 
roceed in the narrative. The matter that, we 
ear, will seem most extraordinary to men of 
sense, is the fact that Mr. D. was suffered to 
throw in such a mass of objections, wholly im- 
pertinent and irrelevant, as to prevent the judica- 
tory, during the space of three or four days, from 
actually entering upon the merits of the case; or 
before he would join issue in the matters alleged 
against him. It unquestionably was, that Pres- 
bytery might extend indulgence to the accused, 
to its utmost limits. But I proceed with the 
narrative. 

The case of Mr. D. came on for trial before the 
Carlisle Presbytery at a stated meeting, on the 
eleventh of last month, in Carlisle. The clerk 
was called upon to inform the Presbytery, wheth- 
er he had, agreeably to their order, duly cited Mr. 
Duffield. Mr. Patterson, the former clerk, stated, 
that not finding Mr. Duffield at home, he left the 
citation at his house. He was asked for a copy 
of the citation left; and answered that he had re- 
tained a transcript of it, but it was left at home 
with other papers. The Presbytery were then 
about to proceed to other business till the capy 
of the citation could be furnished, when Mr. D. 
presented the following paper, viz. 


] acknowledge that a paper, citing me to ap- 
pear before the Presbytery, at their sessions in 
Carlisle now holding, to which I make no objec-. 


and am as much prepared now to meet Presbytery 
in obedience to it as I ever expect to be. 
_Gso. 


After some ordinary business, Mr. D’s case 
was resumed, and the articles of charge were 
read to him, when he instantly asked the tollow- 
ing question, viz. ** Will the Presbytery decide 
whether the entire charges to which I am to an- 
swer are included between the words, Art. 1. 
That life &c. and ends with all mankind were lying 
at the end of Art. 10th.”” This was answered in 
the affirmative. Mr. Keller, the Moderator, then 
put to Mr. D. the question roquinns by the consti- 
tution, Guilty, or not Guilty? To this Mr. D. 
did not answer, but immediately read from a pa- 
per as follows: ‘1 challenge all those persons, 
who composed the Presbytery when met in Ship- 

ensburg in June 1832, when the resolutions of 

resbytery pronouncing their judgment on my 
book, and warning the churches against it, were 
passed, with the exception of Messrs. M‘Knight, 
Dewitt, and Shields, who did:not sit as judges in 
trying me, becaust they have expressed an opin- 
ion on evidence to be exhibited against me, and 
have a deep interest in the result of this trial. 
This challenge was overruled by the Presbytery 
—the accused having no such right to challenges 
the court, or any member of it. Common sense 
would declare it out of place; for, either the judi- 


cy, or the accused by his mereaverments may dis- 
qualify, and set aside every member of the court, 
whom he shall suspect of not being decidedly in 
his favour. Beside the nature of the case, the 
Synod had virtually declared the Presbytery 
competent to try Mr. D. by their order to the 
Presbytery to do so as soon as practicable. Mr. 
D. protested against this decision and appealed 
from it. 

Mr. D. still refusing to answer the Moderator’s 
question, presented the following—* ‘I challenge 
Mr. J. Williamson, Mr. J. Williams, and Sha- 
ron, for special cause—the former as having as 
original author of the report, and in private ex- 
pressed an opinion, and the whole three as 
having been virtually my prosecutors, constituted 
such by this Presbytery when they appointed 
them to bring in charges; and 1 also dines 
Mr. J. M‘Clure, as having manifested of late 
personal ill will towards me.” This was pro- 
nounced out of order by the Moderator, as the 
only thing in order at that time, was for Mr. D. 
to plead to the charge against him. From this 
decision of the chair Messrs. M‘Knight and De- 
witt appealed, and the Presbytery sustained the 
Moderator’s decision. Mr. Duffield then notified 
Presbytery that he would appeal. from their de- 
cision to the next General Assembly. Not dis- 
couraged, Mr. D. presented another challenge as 
follows, viz. 

‘‘ | challenge this court as being constitutional- 
ly incompetent to try me on the ground of the 
charges exhibited, because they are not framed 
agreeably to constitutional provisions, to the re- 
gulations of the General Assembly, and the sub- 
stantial forms of common justice; because they 
want the foundation of a prosecutor, and are so 
vague, incoherent, and unintelligible, as to render 
it improper or impossible for me to answer them.” 

After reading this, Mr. D. was indulged in a 
speech of about an hour and a half, in support of 
this challenge, as he had also been for a conside- 
rable time after each of the preceding challen- 
ges, though wholly out of order. The topics 
chiefly insisted on by Mr. D. and those who ad- 
vocated his cause in their speeches were such as 
these. The deep interest most members of the 
court had in condemning Mr. D. 1. Their char- 
acter as an ecclesiastical court was at stake. 2. 
Their civil reputation, as members of society, was 
in danger. -3. Their character too as theologians, 
and ministers of Jesus Christ would suffer if they 
did not make good their allegations; they had 
made extracts from his book, and it would appear, 
that formerly they had not learning, or diseernme t 
to understand his work, if they should not now 
condemn him. ‘* Their interest in this respect is 
vitally at stake.” 4. They are deeply interested,.in 


plaint against the Synod of Philadelphia.) 5. 
But still more deeply interested in a p } 


way, to bring him (Mr. D.) in guilty because 


civil courts, al{ who have been active in originating the 
process against him, should they not convict him 
on the charges. And on this point, he assured 
the Presbytery that he spoke adeintilly, that is, as 
was understood, his /awyers had so advised him 
on the subject! Besides the deep interest of the 
Presbytery in the case, it was asserted over and 


such as our discipline defines, on which to ground 
a charge of error against Mr. D.; and there was 
nothing but specifications, and these were vague 
and unintelligible, &e. &c. This third challenge 
was decided to be out order by the moderator, and 
his decision appealed from by Messrs. Dewitt and 
M‘Knight, and the decision of the chair was sus- 
tained. From this decision again Mr. Duffield 
appealed to the General Assembly. The consti- 
tutional question, required in the case, was in 
put, by the Moderator, to Mr. D.; but ins of 
pleading to the matters of charge, he replied, that 
he “denied the existence of common fame.” 
This also was decided out of order by the Mode- 
rator. His decision was appealed from by Messrs. 
M‘Knight and Dewitt, and the chair again sustain- 
ed. The Moderator again called on Mr. D. to 
plead to the charge, but he still refused, and read 
the following paper : | 


‘¢ Am I to understand this decision as the Pres- 
bytery’s averment of the existence of common 
fame defined in the Book of Discipline, and said 
by the Clerk in the copy of the charges deliver- 
ed to me, to be my accuser. 

Gero. DurFrie.p.” 

The Moderator replied, that the decision refer- 
red to simply deciared the matter which Mr. D. 
offered out of order. 

Mr. Duffield next made the following inquiry, 
viz. ** Does the Presbytery now affirm, or has 
the Presbytery ever affirmed, the existence of 
common fame, defined in our book of Discipline, 
and said by the Clerk in the charges delivered to’ 
me, to be my accuser?”? This motion was then 
made, That Presbytery has already answered Mr. 
D.’s question. It was moved to postpone this for 
the following substitute: It is not in order for 
the Presbytery to answer the question, either 
affirmatively or negatively. Mr. M‘Knight call- 
ed for and insisted on having the previous question 
put. It was put and negatived. The following 
motion was made and seconded: esolved, that 
no crying fame exists. It was moved to post- 
pone this in order to require Mr.’ D. to answer to 
the charges. ‘The Moderator declared all that 
was done, since the previous question was taken, 
out of order. An appeal was taken from the 
chair by the persons before named, and the chair 
sustained. Dr. Cathcart, and Messrs. M‘Knight, 
Dewitt and Trimble gave notice they would 

rotest against, and appeal from this decision. 

{r. Duffield still refusing’ ‘to answer directly to 
the question put-to him, tread the following, via: 
«The Presbytery, by sustaining the decision 
of the chair, has refused to confront me with 
my accuser. When they confront me with my 
accuser, I will meet the call of the Moderator.”* 
Mr. Trimble offered and Mr. M‘Knight second- 
ed the following motion: ‘ Resolved that com- 
mon fame as defined in the book of discipline 
is not the accuser of Mr. Duffield.” ‘The Mo- 
derator decided this motion to be ont of order, 
and his decision was appealed from by the 
persons named as before, and the chair sustain- 


catory must become judges of their own competen- 


a cause now pending in a higher court, (the com- 


he can recover damages by prosecuting in the 


over again, that there existed no common fame — 


ed. Here some other business occupied the 
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THE PRESBYTE 


thus perplex the judicatory with challenges, and 
questions, and motions, and appeals, out of al] order, 
and in apparent disregard of the repeated decisions 
of the our}? Were ndt these things calctlated to 


uthor then expressly tells us that ** the Jaws 


Committee of prosecution deemed it unnecessary of the Church” direct the destruction of 


te hear an testi as his writings, it was 2 
thought, the | Oicund idea! It seems however, that his-|heretics. Is it not then a doctrine that the 
points of charge. Mr. Duffield then — to} tery, faithful, tell-tale history, extorts from rcharch has aright to make and inflict'such laws? 
embarrass the proceedings, to weary out the mem-| call on some of the witnesses cited on the part of| you the confession, that Roman Catholics He appeals also to the infallible Council of 
bars, and to evade if possible joining issue on the | Presbytery—and stated that he wished to prove} have been guilty of some of the blood which | Constance and instances their decrees, in the 
points of charge? Was not the proper, honest'| by them, that common fame was not his accuser.) [| have charged upon them. But then, you}case of John Huss, and Jerome of Prague. 
db doctrine book and containing'| this Mr. Duffield protested |/". Proof of it, you give us several columns | cree of the 4th Lateran Council, which was 
these errors’ weté’ feferred to; now why not it and gave notice, he would appeal from it to the of farrago on the persecutions of High-| extracted at large, into my letter (No. 8.) 
onée’ ‘submit the matters to an investigation,—if| next General Assembly—And then declared he Churchmen and Presbyterians, Lutherans, | is a living monument to this doctrine of your 
they etnnot be proved, he must be pronounced inno- | had nothing else to prove by any witness, though | Huguenots, &c. &c., and present to us in|/church. In your letter (No. 9,) you tried 
cent; if they canbe proved, then he ought to be} he formerly requested Presbytery to make out| bold relief, a distorted history of Luther, 


would be vain and nugatory to exercise 
such authority without infallibility, therefore 
she waa infallible. But Sir, you beg the 
question again, for the very matter in dis- 
pute is, whether she was infallible! In a 
word you presuppose her infallible, in order 
to prove her so! For it if only on the sup, . 
position that this infallibility exists that r 
the practice of the church (in the exercise of | 
her authority) can be alleged to prove it. 
Behold then your irresistible logic, your 
endless circle,—the church has exercised 


j attention of the Presbytery forashort time. And | articles of were read, and tha testimony. inj destruction of innumerable, heretics, was with Jerome. of Pr tothe civil pe share the fateyyyou shall imherit the fame of | Does her exercise-of authority, prove her in- 

doubtless the reader is ready to pause for a little} proof of add \from Mr. Duffield’sfonly an eeclesi nl idea. ab | » prove 
while, and inquire, what meaneth all this? Why | and two—sermons’ on. Regeneration. The flowed pape ey were both burned to death.” ‘This| Phzeton. fallible? By no means. ou will say it 


Hic situs est Pheton, curr(s auriga paterni 


tenderness and tutelary care, was only a ru- Quem si non teauit, magnis tamen excidit ausis. 


Fe 


Shall I be esteemed speaking too strongly, 
when I confirm these remarks by a return to 
your sad dilemma, in the case of the Jewish 
Sanhedrim. You had appealed, in letter No. 
11, to the method of deciding controversies 
under the Jewish dispensation, as an illus- 
tration and defence of your own rule. From 
Josephus, as well as from the Old ‘Testament 
you adduced “the High Priest as guardin 

the laws and determining controversies;” ind 


i 
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to explain that fearful decree into a ‘*feu- . aan . . he authority to decide matters of faith, there- 

eentuted according as his errors deserve. If the | citations for some twenty-five, or thirty witnesses | and Calvin, and Knox, and Wesley, &c. | dal” ot not relating to doctrines at all. he si a 7 » Pee lone fore she is infallible, —the church is infalli- 

f magi shonid be deemed irregular, or unjust | on his part. ag The amount then, of your defence is sim- | But in letter (No. 10,) I showed that it did shod with h f ae “ Did a ble, therefore she has a right to decide mat- 
has his’ remedy by appealing toa highercourt.| Mr. Kennedy then opened the prosecution in a | ply this, if Roman Catholics have erred ; you asked with much conhidence, id the 


.! But there are further details of a similar nature 
after Presbytery resumed the business,- Mr. 
‘Doffield- read the following paper in substance 
‘what had tepeatedly been decided out of order, 
viz. Am I to understand; that when the modera- 
ter, i reply to my question whether commor 
fame is my aecuser? decided that I am charged 
on the ground of common fame, he meant to say, 
-that common fame, such as is defined in the Book 
‘of Disvipline,isimy accuser? ‘This, as being out 
Mr. Kennedy then pro- 
ete following motion—Whereas Mr. Duf- 
d shaving been cited to appear before this 
‘Presbytery to answer to certain charges preferred 
against: him, did appear at the bar of Presbyte 
land having refused to put himself upon trial 
answeritig to said charges, therefore Resolved, 
that Mr. Duffield be, for the present, dismissed 
from the bar of this court, and that he be requir- 
ed, and again cited to appear before presbytery at 
their next meeting to answer to the charges 
~ which have been laid against him. Aftersome dis- 
-eussion of this, and before it was finally acted 
-upon, Mr. Duffield presented and read a paper as 
ifollows. ‘+ With all-deference and respect to the 
authority of Presbytery I declare myself aggriev- 
ed by the’ Moderator’s décision in refusing to an- 
sewer 'the last question I have put to the Presby- 
tery—end allowing a motion to be nfade dismiss- 
img me, the accused, and containing asser- 
tions contrary to facts, and directing to cite 
‘me to appear again before them. And I do 
hereby protest against it as subversive of 
e every principle of justice sanctioned by the 
usages of every criminal court; and precedents in 
the sacred Scriptures—<Acts 23; 34, 35.—And 
pray this my protest may be entered on the record, 
‘and my desire tojoinissue onthe charges. Signed, 
George Duffield—After some objections from 
some of the members to the reception of this paper | 
of Mr. D. in the form in which it was expressed, 
Mr. Kennedy’s motion was postponed—and this 
‘motion again made, That common fame is not the 
accuser of ‘Mr. Duffield. Mr. J. Williamson 
presented the following which being seconded 
was adopted, viz. ed, That inasmuch as 
Mr. Doffield complains that the Presbytery will 
not assert anew, that which has been already dis- 
tinctly stated, viz: that the charges which lie 
preferred against him, are grounded upon common 
fame—and that the Presbytery have referred him 
to his book, and sermons on Regeneration, and 
‘to the witnesses mentioned to him to substantiate 
the’charges which were preferred. Although the 
‘Presbytery still think it unnecessary to restate this, 
-yet to satisfy Mr. Duffield they now declare this to 
-be the fact. Thus did the Presbytery show asincere 
desire to remove out of the way, every thing which 
might seem.to be an obstacle to his joining issue 
with them in the case : yet were the Presbytery har- 
rassed with multiplied objections thrown in against 


their proceedings ; with numberless previous ques- | collection not more than eight or nine persons who 
‘tions to be settled by the Moderator, or Presbyte- | could vote were present at the passing of this re- | 
‘Ty ; with the reiterated denial of the existence of | solution. Messrs. J. and M. Williamson gave 
common fame—requiring proof of it before any | notice that they would complain of this decision, 
thing else should be done; and with demanding | to the next General Assembly, as being in their 
~who-shis accuser was? Was common fame his ac- | opinion so utterly inconsistent, with the finding 
cusert?: Who was she? Where was she? And } of Mr Duffield guilty of such important errors, as 
that his accuser should confront him at the bar of | the Presbytery positively declare he is guilty of 
‘the court. In this manner were the Presbytery | holding and propagating. 
embarrassed in their proceedings from day to day; It seems Mr. vmield, and his partizans endea- 
and hindered by interlocutory matters wholly ir-| your to make the impression on the minds of 
relevant to the business before them. At length | people generally, that he has been cleared of the 
Mr. D. putin the following singular condttional plea | charges of error against him—that he stands as 
—and.it seems it was done ‘ advisedly’ too, viz. “If | fair in point of orthodoxy and adherence to the 
when the Moderator decided that common fame | Presbyterian standards as he did years ago. 
‘is the ground on which the prosecution against me | But we do not understand that kind of logic 
was comenced, and is still conducted, he as the | which brings us to the conclusion that Mr. Duf- 
“presiding judge in the court meant to say, that / field is virtually acquitted’ when the court in 
eomnion fame is my accuser; and the bill of in-| their final decision declare him gué/ty on eight 
* dictment is now in the judgment of the court so} out of ten specifications of errors—though for 
endorsed, then:do I now plead not guilty; and | pity’s sake, they may pass the lightest possible 
humbly asking the Presbytery to exhibit to me, | censure on him ? | 
er refer me to the proof they have of its exis-| We leave the Christian public to judge what 
‘fence, I join issue with them protesting, and | moderation and forbearance the Presbytery exer- 


pleading, that no such common fame is my |cised towards Mr. D. during the course of the 
accuser as is defined in the book of discipline } trial as wel] as in the close of it. The preceed- 


Ch. 3. Sec. 3.—and can alone be constitution- | jng account will show too, what difficulties were 
ally admitted as my accuser. Georve Duf-| at every step thrown in the way of bringing the 
field.’"—-This being Saturday the Presbytery | business to a fair issue ; and if the sentence shall 
having made no progress as yet in the case, | be thought too light, upon conviction of such er- 
and most of the ministers expecting to preach | rors, a view of the whole matter may show some 
to their people on the Sabbath a motion was | reasons for it, though to all persons they may by 
made to adjourn, and that the Presbytery meet | no means appear satisfactory. It was expected by 
on Monday following at 11 A. M., at New-| the Presbytery that the whole matter would come 
ville. ‘This was posponed. After some other | before the Assembly by appeal, and that the merits 
business, Mr. Dewitt offered, and Mr. M+Knight | of the case would, by the united wisdom of our 
seconded the following motion,—-Resolved that | Church, be examined, and finally decided. Should 
as the Rev. George Duffield has plead not guilty | ijt be so, may the Assembly be directed by wis- 
to the charge preferred against him, the prosecu-} dom from on high in their deliberations, and de- 
tors proceed to submit their testimony on the cisions in the case. . 

charges. — , A MEMBER OF THE PRESBYTERY. 

Mr. J. Williamson objected to the admission } 

of such a conditional plea—It seemed virtually | 
allowing Mr. D., to draw up his own indictment. 
That Mr. Dr., if the language meant any thing, ) 
intended to require.the Presbytery, if they a 
mitted the plea in this form, first to prove the ex- 
istence of crying fame as to each specification in 
the charge—which was not at all the matter at 
Duffield interrupte r. W., apparently to make 
Sf some cealenetions, and said he A ete was so con- Sir,—One of the ends of the infallible 
a vineed of the ambiguity of language, &c., and [rule of faith, which, (as we have agreed, ) 
that he thought he now saw the difficulty under} was established by Christ, 1s lo determine 
which the Presbytery laboured, and closed with | disputes in His church.”? In my last letter, 
some remarks about.common fame. Mr. Wil-|among other arguments, I dwelt at large 


iG upon this, that the method of determining 


relate to doctrine by the very words of 
the decree. You made no reply,—you 
gave up the defence, and there it lies staring 
you in the face, and the voice of blvod cries 
to you from the ground! Once more.—The 
Council of the 3d Lateran, a general Coun- 
cil held at Rome, under Pope Alexander 
the Sd in the year 1179—27th Canon, de- 
creed as follows: ‘* As the blessed Leo says, 
although ecclesiastical discipline, content 
with sacerdotal judgment, does not exact 
bloody vengeance; yet is it assisted by the 
constitution of Catholic princes, in‘Y’order 
that men while they fear that corporal pun- 
tshment may be inflicted upon them, may 
often seek a salutary remedy. On this ac- 
count because in Gascony, Albi, in the parts of 
Toulouse, and in other regions, the accursed 
perverseness of Heretics, variously denomi- 
nated Cathari or Patarenes or Publicans, or 
datingsicuad by sundry other names, has so 
prevailed, that they now no longer exercise 
their wickedness in private, but publicly 


ters of faith! 

3d. There is still another circle, endless, 
and hopeless as the last. It is this: that we 
must look to the church to tell us what is 
Bible and what is not Bible; that is the au- 
thority of the church must determine what 
is the word of God. ‘This you declare with 
sufficient explicitness in the following pas- 
sage (and elsewhere) in the Sd letter, 4th 
head, “* When you say, therefore, that my 
latent meaning in all this argument is, that 
we need the church to tell us what is Bible 
and what is not, you express my meaning 
exactly, and it is ‘latent? no longer.” O€ 
course we must know which isthe true church, 
before we can know from her what is and 
what is not Bible. But we are dependent 
upon the Bible for the knowledge of the true 
church. From it alone, can we learn whe- 
ther the Jewish, the Roman, Greek, or Pro- 
testant Church, be the true church. 
When we call on you for the proof that 
yours is the true church, you point us to 
the Bible for authority. When we appeal to 
the Bible, you say, I defy you.to prove the 
Bible to be the word of God without the au- 
thority of the true church. So you prove 
the church by the Bible, and the Bible by 
the church. oth cannot be first, and both 
last; and yet they must be se, or your sys- 
tem is destroyed. Here then is the circu- 
lating syllogism in which the argument for 
infallibility runs its endless round. 


‘¢ Labitur et labetur in omne volubilis evum.” 


We see, then, how you precipitate the 
revelation of God into the vortex of hopeless 
Deis, by resting its evidence on ground so 
absurd and untenable. And these are the 
empty sounds which you have for months 
been ringing and repeating upon your inter- 
minable circle, and from which, (if you have 
nothing more and better to say,) mercy to 
our readers as well. as to your cause, cries 
out for us to pass to other topics. 

One very striking fact in your discussions, 
from first to last, is the studious care with 
which you have withheld from view the true 
and real Roman Catholic rule of faith. 
You have made many objections to the Bible 
as the only rule, which have been promptly 
met as they appeared; and when the pres- 
sure of accumulating difficulties forced you 
to defend your rule of faith you avowed it 
in this timid, cautious, and partial form— 
I believe (in) the Holy Catholic Church.” 
On it you founded a single argument from 
the apostolical succession, which even your. 
friends and admirers must consider you | 
as having entirely abandoned, after a very 
oblique effort at its defence. Let me 
not here repeat but refer the reader to 
the examination of this subject contained in 
letters No. 6 and 8. But the excerpt frem 
the creed “TJ believe {in) the holy Catho- 
lic Church,” was surely a very side-wise 
announcement of your rule of faith. In 
my first letter, fourteen weeks ago, I sta-~ 
ted your rule, and our’s side by side, your’s 
being extracted from the decrees, &c. of the 
Council of Trent; and I then called on you for 
a defence of its various and radical defects 
which were there summarily stated. What- 
ever may have been your promises and the 
demands of your cause to the contrary, 
you have to this hour almost left them out of 
view. 

For example. In the Decree of the Coun- 

cil of Trent, 4th Session, “on the Canon of 
Scripture” among ** the Sacred Books” are 
placed ** Ist and 2d Esdras, Tobit, Judith, 
Wisdom of Solomon, Ecclesiasticus, Baruch, 
Ist and 2d Maccabees,” making with the 
supplement to Esther more than one hundred 
and sixty-five chapters, and it is added 
“whosoever shall not receive as sacred and 
canonical all these books, and every part of 
them, as they are commonly read in the Catholic 
Church, and are contained in the old Latin 
vulgate edition, let him be accursed!” Against 
these books I have made the most serious 
charges, and am prepared to substantiate 
them; and I have distinctly called you to 
defend their claims and charaeter, and 
your church for bringing them into the 
canon., But you are pleased to pass by these ; 
charges and calls, and with some remarks ' 
and authorities on their canonicity (not 
reaching within several hundred years of the ' 
apostles,) you pass the whole subject by, and 
talk about ‘* prejudices” against these books. 
This large, this neglected, and important 
part of your rule of faith, has called alond 
for a defender, but you have not regarded 
the call. 


2d. Again in the same decree it is said 


speech of several hours. Mr. Duffield followed 
in his defence, occupying four or five hours—And 
Mr. J. Williamson replied, and closed on the 
part of the prosecution on Wednesday morning. 
Mr. Grier offered the following motion. Re- 
‘solved, that though the Philosophical specula- 
tions of our brother (Duffield,) have been the oc- 
casion of much distraction within our bounds and 
although suspicions have been excited—in the 
judgment of this Presbytery, Mr. Duffield has not 
departed from the doctrines taught in our Con- 
fession and in the Bible. ‘This motion was inde- 
finitely postponed. After hearing the testimony 
read the Presbytery at this time ‘had no thought 
of dismissing the matter so smoothly as Mr. 
Grier’s motion contemplated. ‘The roll was then 
called to give the members an opportunity to ex- 
press their opinions on the mattera of charge. 
Afterwards the articles were read, and the roll 
called to take the vote on each count separately, 
and Mr. Duffield was accordingly found guilty on 
all the articles of error charged against him, ex- 
cept on the 3d and 10th. The words ‘guilty,’ or 
not guilty, it was insisted on by Messrs. M‘Knight, 
and Dewitt, should be used instead of swstaim, or 
not sustain, as had been proposed. Mr. Duffield 
gave notice of his intention to appeal and com- 
ove of the entire proceedings of Presbytery in 
is case, to the next General Assembly. Dr. 
Cathcart gave notice’ he would protest against 
this decision, and complain to the next General 
Assembly. | 
It was moved that a Committee should be ap- 
pointed to draft a minute expressing the final de- 
cision of the Presbytery in Mr. Duffield’s case, and 
that the Presbytery should, in a short time, hold an 
adjourned meeting to decide finally on the case, 
especially as it was now late at night, and many 
of the members absent—This was not carried. 
Mr. Kennedy (though one of the prosecuting 
| committe) brought in the esting, viz. Asto the 
counts on which Mr. Duffield has been found guil- 
ty, Presbytery judge that Mr. Duffield’s book and 
sermons. on regeneration do contain the specified 
errors, yet as Mr. D. alledges that Presbytery 
have misinterpreted some of his expressions, and 
says he does in fact hold all the doctrines of our 
)standards, and that he wishes to live in amity 
and peace with his brethren and labour without 
interruption for the glory of God, and the salva- 
tion of resolved that Presbytery 
'AT PRESENT do not censure him any further than 
warn him to guard against such speculations as 
may impugn the doctrines of our church, and that 
he study to maintain the unity of the spirit in the 
bond of peace. This motion was hurried through 
Presbytery at a very late hour on Wednesday 
night, when the majority of the members had ei- 
ther got leave of absence, or had retired being 
worn down with the protracted and perplexing 
discussions which took place. According to re- 


Saviour of men appoint a different principle 
whereby to determine disputes in his church?” 
‘¢ This is the principle appointed by God in 
the orv law; why shouldit be different in 
the new?” In letter No. 12 to which I 
refer the reader, it was most palpably prov- 
ed, by your own admission, that ‘*the Judge 
of controversy,” to whom you alluded was 
fallible, or else, that Jesus Christ was justly 
crucified. Seeing the precipice to which you 
had brought your infallible rule, you are 
driven to the absurdity of admitting, that 
one infallible tribunal was superseded before 
another was established; and thus to save vour 
cause you make a fatal chasm in the Church 
of God, between the two dispensations. You 
were also driven to admit that infallible tri- 
bunals ** may be superseded when it is proved 
to them thut they shut their eyes against the 
evidence of the truth? consequently your 
Church may be superseded. And farther, 
it was shown that what your admissiens es- 
f : : J | tablished, the Apostle Paul in his Epistle to 
manifest their error, and seduce into their | the Roman church, 11th chap. distinctly de- 
communion the simple and infirm. We there-| clares, viz. that if the Roman church continue 
ve toa curse both themselves and their | not faithful ‘* she shall be cut off.” In your 
efenders and their harbourers; and, under @\ last letter, you abandon the defence of this 
curse, we prohibit all persons from admitting | whole ground with the following sentence, 
them into their houses, or receiving them upon | «you have made mea fellow conspirator with 
their lands, or cherishing them, or exercising | ¢he Jews in condemning the Son of God.” 
any trade with them. Moreover we enjoin} And it is, most truly, just as you have said. 
all the faithful, for the remission of their| But then sir, it was your argument your prin- 
sins, that they manfully oppose themselves ciple which led you to so disastrousa result! 
to such calamities, and that they defend the | and yet strange as it may. seem you make not 
Christian people against them by arms.| single attempt at the support of your cause, 
And let their goods be confiscated, and LeT| from this destructive consequence, in a let-| 
IT BE FREELY PERMITTED TO PRINCES, TO | ter covering one page of a newspaper. And 
REDUCE MEN OF SUCH A STAMP TO SLAVERY. | can it be that such a defender of his faith still 
We likewise, from the mercy of God, and | talks of ** the plough-share of destruction,” 
relying upon the authority of the blessed | and has time and heart to fill up column after 
Apostles, Peter and Paul, re’ax two years} column with scandal, and misrepresention? 
0 enjoined penance to those faithful Chris- Can you be believed or vindicated by an 
tians, who, by the council of the Bishops or | honest mind, when, instead of grappling with 
other prelates, shall take up arms to subdue} an argument you dare to say that I have 
them by fighting against them; or, if such} added” and words,’ ** changed 
Christians shall spend a longer time in the | nunctwation, &c. and by so doing ‘made the 
business, we leave it to the discretion of the | champions of the Cutholic church speak the 
Bishops to grant them a longer indulgence. language of Protestant delusion, which they 
As for those, who shall fail to obey the ad-| never uttered? And that in every instance 
monition of the Bishop to this effect, we in-| in which ycu have had time to examine,” 
hibit them from a a of the body} + the quotations” I have made, * have 
and blood of the Lord. Meanwhile, those, | been found to be falsified? Where are the 
who in the ardour of faith shall undertake quotations on burning heretics? where the 
the just labour of subduing them, we receive }Pope’s attack on the freedom of the press? 
into the protection of the church; granting | Where the crowd of unnoticed evidences | 
to them the sane privileges of security in| have adduced? And why have you not had 
property and in person, as are granted to | ¢ime to examine one of all these? You have 
those who visit the holy sepulchre.” Labb.} descended in the use of such language toa 
Concil. Sacrosan, Vol. 10. p. 1522, 1523. level, from which I hope Christian principle, 
Here, then, is a third instance of an In-} self-respect, and a decent regard to the 
FALLIBLE Councit decreeing the persecution | opinion of others will always preserve me. 
and destruction of heretics. And more than }{ But I feel called in duty, publicly to charge 
this, we see, Ist, that “THE REMIssION oF} you with injurious misrepresentations, and 
sins” is promised to the act, and 2d, on the | to challenge from you, proof of your state- 
other hand those WHO FAIL TO OBEY THE ap-| ments, or an apology for your insolence. 
MONITION (to take up arms against them, ) Let us now summarily reyiew your argu- 
ARE INHIBITED FROM A PARTICIPATION oF} ments for the Infallibility of your church. 
THE BODY AND BLOOD OF THE Lorv! Did not| The ground taken by Mr. Hughes is that 
this decree relate to morals, to duty, to doc- | ‘* the Bible alone,” cannot be the true rule of 
trine? Was it not by an < infallilble coun-| faith ; but that it must have ‘*an infallible 
cil??? How then can you shun the irresis-|interpreter;” ‘*that the church of Rome, is 
table conclusion, that your church, on prin-| that Infallible Interpreter of Scripture,” and 
ciple, by standing law, decrees the destruc- | ‘* that private interpretation is the radical de- 
tion of heretics? Either then, give up in-|lusion of Protestantism, from which all 
fallibility, or candidly own that your rule of| heresies have sprung.” Of course before 
faith carries force, persecution, and death| you can interpret or understand the Bible, 
itself as one of its engines to setéle disputes| you must go with it to the infallible church. 
in the church of Christ? But the question arises, which is the infallible 
But this question is decided and sealed | church? For there are many churches? And 
up by the creed of Pius the LV. which binds | is there any infallible church? for it is de- 
the whole communion of the church of| nied that there is any such thing. How then 
Rome. In it, it is expressly declared, ‘* [| shall we know? Mr. Hughes says, * 1 prove 
promise and swear true obedience to the| it with the Scriplure.” (See letter 15, Sd head 
Roman Bishop, the successor of St. Peter, | and other letters!) But it is replied, we can- 
the prince of the Apostles, and vicar of Jesus | not prove any thing from the Scripture, with- 
Christ.” | out the help of this very church we are 
‘*T also profess, and undoubtedly receive, | hunting for. Here then at the threshold 
all other things delivered, defined, and de-| we are undone on Mr. Hughes’ plan; for we 
clared by the sacred canons, and general | dare not interpret the Bible without the true 
councils, and particularly by the Holy Coun- | church; and we know not which is the true 
cil of Trent; and likewise, I also condemn, | church until we interpret the Bible and find 
reject, and anathematize all things contrary | it out. Here Mr. M‘Guire fell. Here Bel- 
thereto, and all heresies whatsoever, con-|larmine and Dr. Milner find, and leave an 
demned, rejected, and anathematized by the| irreparable breach. In this “ — of des- 
church.”’ i pond” Mr. Hughes began to sink and he 
‘© This true Catholic faith, out of which| fled back, and never, for three months have 
none can be saved, which I now freely pro-| we been able to recall him to the discussion 
fess, and truly hold, 1 promise, vow, and | of this radical, and with him ruinous ques- 
swear most constantly, to hold and profess | tion. 
the same whole and entire, with God’s as- The obvious result is, that infallibility isa 
sistance to the end of my life.” figment, except as found in the Bible itself, 
Then every Roman Catholic receives al/| as its own interpreter; and we must resort 
the things, delivered, defined, and declared by| to private interpretation, or shut the Bible, 
the sacred canons and General Councils, | and never find the church! 
and condemns, rejects, and anathematizes 2d. But Mr. Hughes rallies on new|{ 


and sinned in this way, Protestants have 
done the same. I reply, we admit that 
in a comparatively small measure Protes- 
tants have done the same; and we condemn 
it, we renounce it, we mourn over it, we 
pronounce every such act criminal, every 
doctrine defending it false, and every coun- 
cil, or ecclesiastical body of men, decree- 
ing such doctrines or acts fallible, and so 
far guilty too. And if you, sir, would be 
candid and consistent, and woulcallow the 
same of your Councils and your Popes, truth 
would be the result. But never, no never! 
for what then would become of your boasted 
infallibility! But you have put it in my pow- 
er to bring this question to a speedy and 
final issue. You say in the first column of 
your last letter. **For you will observe that 
Catholics, as such, are responsible only for 
the doctrines of the cuurcn, and not for the 
private opinion of her members. Show me 
then the decree of any Council, or the bull 
of any Pope, proposing persecution as a part 
of our religion, and let that document be the 
proof of your charge.” And now for the. ** da- | 
cuments.” ‘ Bull of Pope Innocent VIII. 
for the extirpation of the Vaudois, given to 
Albert de Capitaneis, his Legate and Com- 
missary General for that expedition in 1477.” 
(‘The original of this bull, with several others 
is kept in the library of the University of 
, Cambridge. ) 

Innocent the Bishop, servant of the ser- 
vants of God,'to our well beloved son Al- 
bertus de Capitaneis.....we have thought fit 
tov appoint you by these presents, our Nuncio 
and commissary of the Apostolic See, for this 
cause of God and of the faith, in the Domi- 
nions of our dear son, Charles, Duke of Savoy, 
&c., to the intent that you may cause the 
said Inquisitor (Blasius de Mont-Royal) to 
be received and admitted to the free exer- 
cise of his office....and we by these presents, 
grant you a full and entire license and au- 
thority. to call and instantly to require by 
yourself, or by any other person or persons, 
all the Archbishops and Bishops in the Duchy 
in Dauphiny, and the parts adjacent, and to 
command them, in virtue of holy obedience, 
together with the venerable brethren our or- 
dinaries, or -their vicars, or the officials- 
general, in the cities and diocesses, wherein 
you may see meet, to proceed to the premi- 
ses, and execute the office which we have 
enjoined you, and with the aforesaid In- 

uisitor, that they be assisting to you in 
the things mentioned and with one consent 
proceed along with you to the execution of 
them: that they take arms against the said 
Waldenses and other Heretics, and with com- 
mon councils and measures crush and tread 
them as venemous serpents. 

— © And if you think it expedient that all the 
Faithful in those places should carry the 
salutary cross on their hearts and their gar- 
ments, to animate them to fight resolutely 
against these heretics,—to cause to preach and 
publish the crusade by the proper preachers of 
the word of God, and to grant unto those who 
'take the cross and fight against these here- 
tics, or who contribute thereunto, the privi- 
LEGE OF GAINING A PLENARY INDULGENCE, 
AND THE REMISSION OE ALL THEIR SINS 
ONCE IN THEIR LIFE, AND LIKEWISE AT 
THE POINT OF DEATH, BY VIRTUE OF THE 
COMMISSION GIVEN YoU ABOVE.....and like- 
wise to dispense with them, as to any irregu- 
larity they may be chargeable with in divine 
things, or by any apostacy, and to agree and 
compound with them as to goods which they 
may have clandestinely or by stealth acquired, 
or which they dishonestly or doubtfully pos- 
sess, applying them only for the support of 
the expedition for exterminating heretics; 
..+in the mean time to choose, appoint and 
confirm in our name, and in the name of the 
Romish church, one or more captains or lead- 
ers of the war, over the crosseEp soldiers.... 
to grant further to every one of them a per- 
mission to seize and freely possess the guods 
of the heretics whether moveable or immove- 
able.....moreover, to deprive all those who do 
not obey your admonitions and mandates, of 
whatever dignity, state, degree, order, or 
pre-eminence they be, ecclesiastics of their 
dignities, offices, and benefices, and secular 
persons of their honours, titles, fiefs, and pri- 
vileges, if they persist in their disobedience 
and rebellion.....and to fulminate all sorts of 
censures according as justice, rebellion, or 
disobedience shall appear to you to require.” 

Given at Rome, at St. Peter’s, in the 
year of the incarnation of our Lord 1477, 
the 5th of the Kal. of May in the third year 
of our pontificate. 


CONTROVERSY......No. XVI. 


RULE OF FAITH. 
Philadelphia, May 17th, 1833. - 
To the Rev. John Hughes. 


BOOS ote: ~, | disputes in the church of Rome is anti-scrip- | 99 sn ppp | all things contrary thereto. The decrees I| ground and says, “ Zhe authority of the|* that truth and discipline are contained both 
tural and anti-Christian, and therefore, not of * have recited are part of your faith! And all| church is a fact that can be established with-|*" written books and unwritten traditions 


the infallible rule of faith established by 
Christ. In support of this proposition, the 
‘bloody persecutions of your church became 
|a subject of legitimate inquiry and of direct 
proof. ‘The force of the proof against your 
rule, consisted in the fact, that these nefari- 
ous persecutions and massacres were legal- 
ized by the church of Rome. It was shown 
from your own standard-writers, who had 
received the sanction of the Popes them- 
selves, that the burning of heretics, that 
public persecutions, and the indiscriminate 
massacre of heretics was held to be, not 
only the right, but the duty of the church: 
that the Inquisition was established by the 
Pope; that he was its centre and head for 
the whole world, and that the Inquisitors 


these canons, and decrees of councils, taken 
collectively, make the ‘* true Catholic faith, 
out of which none can be saved.” How then 
can a true Catholic reject these decrees? 
Will you Sir, say they were not infallible? 
Can you deny that they are part of the re- 
ceived faith and doctrine of the church of 
Rome? Will you say you are not bound by 
them? 

In fine Bishop Walmesley, (Gen. Hist. of 
the Ch. chap. 9. pp. 224) thusspeaks: “* When 
a dogmatical point is to be determined, the 
Catholic church speaks but once; and her de- 
cree is irrevocable, the solemn determinations 
of general councils have remained wnalter- 
able and will ever be so.”? Thus also the 


retrace their steps, and prove the existence of 
common fame on each’ specific article before join- 

} ing issue on the points of charge. To this Mr. 
D., refused to answer, though it was the vary 
thing he had voluntarily offered, as it was sup- 

posed, to explain. 

The Presbytery adjourned about noon to meet 

on Monday morning at 9 o’clock, in the same 


which have come down to us.”? It is added 
that the Council “‘doth receive and rever- 
ence with equal piety and veneration (as the 
written books) ‘the aforesaid traditions;”? 
and finally ‘* whosoever shall knowingly and 
deliberately despise the aforesaid traditions, 
let him be accursed.” | 

Here then, is another multifarious indefi- 
nable, and undefined, yet obligatory part of 
your rule of faith. In my first letter I also 
assailed these. Will you abandon them’‘as 
tfe forlorn baggage of the camp? Shalt 
your silence be considered conscious safety, 
determined, by a final decision, all contro-}Conscious victory, or conscious indefensi- 
versies,—and in all matters of religion ex- 
ercised suPREME authority. So that the| 5d. In the creed of Pius the UV., which 


out the Scripture.” ‘Even in my last let- 
ter I showed that the authority of the church 
is a fact that can be established with, or with- 
out the Scripture.”—Again, **2d. I quote 
it, not as an inspired book, if you prefer to 
take the ground of a Deist, but I quote it, in 
that case, as historical evidence of the fact, 
in which sense you will be obliged, even as 
a Deist, to admit its testimony. $. The 
history of Christianity proves the authority 
of the church. From the days of the Apos- 
tles, the church proscribed heresies,—preach- 
ed the doctrines of Christ to all nations,— 


‘sown name” legalizing a ferocious war of 
extermination; calling.“ 4rch-Bishops and 
Bishops,” &c. §c. “in virtue of holy obeci- 
ence,” and ‘‘all the faithful to exterminate 
heretics by arms,” **and the proper preach- 
ers of the word of God,” to preach this cru- 
sade, and excite the people to destroy here- 
tics; and here with the keys of heaven in his 
hand is the Pope “ giving a plenary indul- 
gence and the remission of all their sins for 
one year, and at death’ as the reward of their 
crimes in shedding the blood of innumerable 
men, wonen, and children, because they did 
not think with them! Is this too ‘a feudal” 
bull? Is this too ‘* an opinion” only, of the 
Pope? And now have you not some subtle 


On Monday morning, the business being re- 
sumed, Mr. Duffield presented the following 
I request the Moderator to decide the fol- 

Lawring point of order, viz: whether it is orderly 
to allow a judge; as was done in the case of Mr. 
J. Williamson, to interrogate the accused, and 
call upon him to say whether he expected, or 
would require the Presbytery to show that com- 
mon fame charged him with each particular count 


in the indictmeat,.jhus,in the judgment of the ac- 
eused endeavouring one ascertain his posture of 
defence, before there had been any exhibjtion of 
testimony against him, on the part of the prose- 


were no more than his vicars. 
Sir, how de you meet these overwhelmin 
facts? By the comprehensive and magica 


And now 


taught you to slip the toils of truth 
But we will pass from the Bulls of Popes, 


evasion by which the school of —— has 


Bishop of Aire (Dicuss. Amic. vol. ;2. pp. 
324) declares that “ the principles of the Ca- 
‘tholic church, once defined, are irrevocable. 
She herself is tmutably chained by bonds 


authority of the church is proved with, or 
wiITHouT, the Scripture.” (See Letter XV. 
8d Head; and Letter XLII. Ans. 2d and 3d.) 

The amount of the argument is, that the 


condenses into a symbol, the decrees of the 
Council of Trent, and is binding on every Ro- 
man Catholic, this restrictive oath, is taken, 
‘Nok WILL I EVER TAKE OR INTERPRET IT, 


to the “ Decrees of Councils.” Bellarmine, 
(as quoted in my last letter, under the head 
that “it was the duty of the Church to burn 
heretics, book 3. c. 21. of ‘The Laity) proves 
it “ Sdly, by the laws of the Church.” He 
refers us to divers chapters, as that ‘‘ on ex- 
communication,” heretics,’ &c. &c., 


reply, that these standard-authors (and of 
course the Popes who approved what they 
said) were entirely mistaken,—that it was a 
mere matter of opinion with them, not at all 
a doctrine, and that they, not Mr. Hughes 
and his woty church, ** must be responsible 
for their opinions.”? Thus, with David 
Hume, the stubborn existence of matter it- 
self was a mere idea when it stood in the 
way of his system. ‘Ihe world was only a 
circular idea; man only a walking and gar- 
rulous idea; and so the laws of your church, 
by which “ Infallible Councils” decreed the 


which at no future period can she ever rend 
asunder.” 

I do not wonder then, though I much re- 
gret it, that you loose your temper and sense 
of propriety with yourcause. You had been 
taught to believe by the submissive adulation 
of a few partial and ignorant devotees, that 
where ** the Church decrees that incorrigible| the Protestant religion was a system of 
herelics should be delivered to the civil pow-| frailty and error through which your mighty 
er that merited punishment may be inflicted } ** plough-share” could drive perdition at will; 
on them.” He proceeds—‘‘the Council of} and like the unthinking Pheton, you sprang 
Constance also condemned the sentiments of| with unhappy ardour into a seat which you 
John Huss, and handed over the said John, | could neither fill nor guide. While you 


(the sacred Scripture) OTHERWISE THAN AC- 
CORDING TO THE UNANIMOUS CONSENT OF THR 
FATHERS. 


Nec eam unquam, nisi jaxta un animem 
consensum patrum accipiam, et interpreta. 
bor. Thus, with all your imaginary infalli-. 
bility, a body of fallible men, who did not 
C : unite as Councils, or Popes, but as private 
Deist from the Bible as from any other docu-|men,—who have no unanimous consent’; 
ment that the church has always exercised |who contradict each other, and you abun-’ 
authority—what then? ‘The argument is this flantl ys and who, the higher you rise in an- 
and no more: _ The church has exercised |’ iquity, the moré they condemn you—these: 
authority, therefore she bas exercised it. | men are assumed as your guides. All.never - 


Church of Rome has always exercised this 
authority, of an infallible teacher, therefore 
she is an infallible teacher! If this be not 
what you mean, I know not what it iss for 
without this it is nonsense. If this be your 
meaning, it is the same as saying, if you will 
admit her infallibility, then I will prove it! 
But I deny it. Again, if you prove to a 


- The Moderator replied; that if the question 
> was asimple abstract one, he would answer in 
the negative—but considering the particular cir- 
| cumstances of the case referred to, (Mr. D., 
| voluntarily offering to ex ng he would say it 
= was right and proper. r. Dewitt’s resolution 
: wae postponed; and Presbytery resolved to pro- 
ceed. to the examination of the proof of the 
ehatges without admitting the preamble and cond:- 
tion part of the plea—Against this Mr. Duffield 
entered a long protest containing eleven distinct 
reasons. 

The Rev. Messrs. Kennedy and J. Williamson, 
were appointed a committee of prosecutiou. . The 
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_ has’ worked! How do these countries come 


the progress of society.”—Rome in the 19th 


but’ im all the states of the church. 


Roman States.”—Malte Brun’s Geography, 
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THE PRESBYTERIAN. 


ed, into the interiar of the Vatican. But I 
am not unwilling, for aseason, to await your 
pleasure in these matters, if you have any 
thing: more to say, which may, justly claim a 

Bishop Kenrick in.our late interview 
calledi:for the name which has so long dis- 
turbed''you,''I redeem my pledge -and 
give it up to you. It will be found attached 
to a commanication which follows this letter. 
You. mistake me wholf¥ when you proffer to 
me the, “mercy of the Bishop;” and it scems 
you have mistaken him tao! I did not ask 
‘*mercy” for myself or for my esteemed 
friend: faithful history has taught us what 
are the **tender mercies” of the Mother 
Church. The Bishop had a right to call for 
this name—you had not, unless future dis- 
closures show that you have a more immedi- 
ate connexion with this whole matter, than 
now appears. And now that you have been 
gratified with the name of my author, I have 
these questions to ask you— | | 

1. Is it not esteemed and treated as a sin, 
(and made matter for confession) by your 
clergy, to hear a Protest@nt minister preach? 

2. Is not the reading of such, Protestant 
works as Luther, Calvin, Lord Bacon, Claude, 
Sir Matthew Hale, Grotius, Locke, Milton, 
Robyason, Saurin, Jeremy Taylor, Young, 
&e. Kc. prohibited to Roman Catholics? 

8. Is not a license requisite in order to 
read them? Does not a man in reading them 
without a license, break standing regulations 
and laws of the Church of Rome? Are not 
‘books of controversy between Roman Catho- 
lics and Heretics” “subject to certain regula- 
tions,” and “ forbidden to be indiscriminately 
read ?” 

Is not the indiscriminate circulation of 
the Holy Bible in the vulgar tongue (i. e. 
not in the Latin) declared by the authority 
of your church productive of more evil than 
good? Is it not required, (when you enforce 
these laws,) that wrilten permission be got- 
ten before a layman can read it? J ask an 
explicit answer to these questions. 

If upon examination these things be found 
to be so, then it will appear that even a Jittle 
credulity, on our part was not a ‘* mortal 
sin;” and that to encourage free inquiry on 
religious subjects, is a virtual renunciation 
of some of the principles of your “.un- 
changeable church.” Yours, &c. 

Joun 


fallible interpre- 
If you fallow 
excepted to, and 
ard-writers; and. 
t wi 
rule is nulf and void.’ ‘Sach a rule you can 
“constantly violate, yea, | 
and.you.@o motattempt todefend. 
had the hardihood to 
say; "that “the Bible alone ‘as’ the tule of 
faith: has.caused all the heresies—and that; 
it'wasnot:the abuse, but the legitimate use 
‘the Protestant rule which did this evil. 
or a0 sweeping and adventurous a charge, 
it is reasonable to expect some proof. And 
8, you state these propositions with so much 
sll will not your readers after 
gd: @ time look for some evidence? I 
put you'therefore on your. proof, or on your 
characier-—and call on you to sustain these 
profane declarations—or else own yourself 
edéfamer of God’s holy word, and a com- 
r of. those who denounce the Bible. For 
jwever you’ attempt to palliate such re- 
marks,it myst be apparent that they.put you 
in the ranks of the Deist and the scoffer. 
statements on the religious degeneracy 
of. Protestants in Germany, if we take them 
without qualification, (as I regret to say, 
can seldom be done with your statements,) 
certainly, show that Germany needs another 
Reformation. But you give us not one 
word of proof that the free and self-inter- 
preling use of the Bible has done this evil. 
* Jfthere be force im such references, how 
will, you account for the present state of 
Spain, of Portugal, and of Rome herself, 
were yours has not only been the supreine 
but ‘the exclusive religion? There for ages 
ho rival has existed, and no rule but yours 


out from the hands of the Papacy? Let us 
geez. “Lhe Inquisition was restored with 
its ‘ancient plenitude of authority” (from 
1814 to 1820) “and among its first acts 
were'a publication of a long list of prohibit- 
ed books, and a decree that all prints and 
ri s as well as books should be subject- 
ed fo its previous censorship.”’—Brewster’s 
Encyclopedia, Art. Spain. Again. ‘ The 
sale of the bulls of Papal pardon and indul- 
ence produces an immense revenue in Spain 
hat the Spaniards as a people are ignorant, 
supremely ignorant, it is impossible to dis- 
semble; but this comes from the control of 
education being altogether in the hands of 
the clergy, who exert themselves to main- 
tain that ignorance to which they are indebt- 
ed for their power.’—A Year in Spain. Vol. 
II. p 327, 360. 
__.§*The Ecclesiastical establishment of Por- 
tugal.is the moral blight and overwhelming 
curse of the country, from north to south, 
and from east to west. A crafly priesthood 
intentionally keep the lowest orders of the 
people under a degraded superstition.” Por- 
tugal in 1828, by William Young, Esq. 
 $8.. “The re-institution of the Inquisi- 
ion, of the Jesuits, and of Monastic orders 
in the 19th century is a retrograde step in 


TO THR EDITOR OF THE PRESBYTERIAN. — 
‘Philadelphia, 28th March, 1833. 


Dear Sir,—As I am upon the eve of leaving the city, 
and as I perceive the Rev. J. Breckinridge, in a post- 
script to his last letter, refers to me in such a manner as 
may perhaps render it neccessary for him to give my 
name to his opponent; I deem it proper to leave this in 
your hands, for the purpose of meeting the probable 
exigency, should it occur, in such a way as to relieve 
Mr. B. from all responsibility, and at the same time, 
secure justice to myself. : 

_ Some weeks ago, I casually mentioned in conversa- 
tion, a report which I had heard, that the Roman 
Catholic Bishop had, on a certain day, forbidden his 
audience to read the controversy now in progress be- 
tween the Rev. Messrs. Breckinridge and Hughes. I 
was requested to communicate this to Mr. B., who was 
then in New York. I was willing that he should hear 
it, and it was communicated by a mutual friend. Mr. 
B. wrote back for confirmation. I stated, not to him, 
but to a friend, the evidence upon which I believed it 
to be true: and indeed, taking the testimony which I 
had, in connexion with a pretty general rumour that the 
Bishop did not cordially approve of the controversy, I 
could not well doubt it. ‘Two friends of the most un- 
questionable honour and veracity, informed me that 
they had been told by one who was present when the 
prohibition was published from the pulpit, whose ears 
heard it, and who was thus for the first time, made ac- 
uainted with the existence of the controversy, and 
had applied to them for more definite information res- 
pecting it. In these circumstances, how could I doubt 
the truth of the report? I stated my impression, and 
the reasons of it, which, I suppose—for I have never 
inquired—were communicated to Mr. B., who felt him- 
self authorised—not to assert it as a fact, that the 
Bishop had done so and so—but to put the question, 
whether the report which he had heard, was true, or 
not? To believe a report on apparently good evidence, 
and to ask a question of one who could with certainty 
answer it, are surely no great crimes. And these form 
the whole of the charge which can justly rest upon Mr. 
B. or myself. 

When, however, the Bishop and-Mr. H. replied to Mr. 
B.’s question in the negative, I was convinced that there 
must be some mistake in the business, and I took pains 
to discover how it had been inade. ‘The result of my 
inquiries follows. | 

e person with whom the report originated, whom 
for convenience sake, I shall call M , has not been 
a great while in this city, has been educated among 
Roma® Catholics, and although not a member, favours 
them. M ,as a stranger, was therefore liable to 
be deceived as to names of persons and places; but had 
no temptation from prejudice, or from any other cause, 
to fabricate a syllable that would operate to the disad- 
vantage of the Catholics. M had never heard of 
the existing controversy before that day, when, as she 
understood the preacher, the audience were advised 
against reading it. It appears that M , on the said 
day, (as far as she recollects the precise day,) attended 
service in St. John’s chapel. ‘The Rev. Mr. Hughes 
did not occupy the desk, but one whom M—— did not 
know, and was said to be a bishop by thosc of the audi- 
ence of whom she made inquiry. I have since learned 
that it was a young pricst from some part of the Con- 
necticut-valley, who might be of opinion that the ques- 
tion between the conflicting parties could be brought to 
a satisfactory issue, without the laity concerning them- 
selves about it. That he, in some way or other, refer- 
red to the controversy now in'progress, I think there 
can be little doubt; for M ,as I have observed, had 
not before heard of it, and could not be supposed to have 
imagined it. After the conclusion of the service, she 
herself made inquiry, and heard others inquiring, what 
controversy was meant. Not satisfied with the account 
which she then received of it, M inquired more 
particularly into the nature of it, at those persons from 
whom I first received my information ; and it was only 
with the view of obtaining a definite knowledge of 
the nature of the controversy, and in that connexion, 
that she mentioned the admonition of the preacher, 
whom, from her faulty information, she took to .be 
a bishop. If the Rev. Mr. Hughes deny that any 
such admonition was given to the people by the Con- 
necticut-valley Priest, then I shall feel bound by the 
respect which is due to him as a gentleman, to_belicve 
that M has been guilty of a migapprehension. 
Of more than this, she cannot possibly be accused ; 
for it is evident from the statements which I have 
made, that she had. no temptation, and could have no 
motive to make a wilful misrepresentation. I will 
not take it upon me to say, that she could not, or did 
not mistake. Yet in so plain a matter, I should 
think a misapprehension rather improbable. If, how- 
ever, after all it should turn out to be a misapprehen> 
sion, I would quote it as an instance of the uncertain- 
ty of all oral tradition. 

In making my statement, I have purposely kept 
back the names of the parties from whom my informa- 
tion, or mis-information, as the case may be, was ob. 
tained. I have always acted upon the principle, that it 
is dishonourable to make aught that occurs, in private, 
friendly intercourse, an occasion of dragging the 
names of my friends before the public. There is an 
implied confidence mutually exercised in our fireside 
colloquies, which I would no.more think of betraying, 
by exposing, without permission, to the public eye, 
what was said by this or that particular person, than 
I would think of pocketing the tablexplate of ny hos- 
tess, or appropriating the hats and great-coats of my 
guests. I have frecly shown what part I have had in 
the affair; and if I am blame-worthy for that part, 
then let me be blamed. I bow to the judgment of 


} the impartial. Yours, respectfull 


century, vol. III. pp. 174. ate 

‘¢In a long succession of ages they (the 
people of Rome) have been the successive 
sport of Roman, Barbarian, Goth, Vandal, 
pore and Gaul. But freedom has revisited 
the seven hills no more, and glory and honor, 
atid virtue, and propriety, one by one have 
followed in her train. Long annals of tyr- 
rany, of unexampled vice, of misery, and of 
increasing crime, polluted with still increasing 
luxury aud moral turpitude, record the rapid 
progress of Rome’s debasement.”—Rome in 
the 19th century, vol 1. p. 268. 
. Superstition prevails not only in pe 
vernment wholly pacific like that of Rome, 
might console itself for political nullity by 
éncouraging and protecting letters; but an 
intellectual deadness seems to pervade the 


vol. 7. p. 678, 679. 

“There has actually been in Rome a 

ve and formal trial for witchcraft in the 
19th century! I begin to think I must be 
mistaken, and that the world has been push- 
back about 300 years! But it is even so. 
Lunderstand that. not one miracle happened 
during the whole reign of the French, and 
that it was not until the streets were purified 
with dustrations of holy water, on the return 
of the Pontiff, that they began to operate 

in. But with the Pontiff, darkness return- 
<a and the age of Popish miracles revived, 
within this little month, (31st Ap. 1817,) 
three gréat miracles have happened in Rome. 
The last took place yesterday, when all Rome 
crowded to the capitol to see an image of the 
virgin opening her eyes. When I behold 
crowds flocking to kneel before these talking 
and winking Madonnas, I cannot help ask- 
ing-myself if this is really the 19th centu- 
yY'--Beme in the 19th century. 

The practical effects of Romanism in produ- 
cing and ereading infidelity, as a matter of 
history is'worthy of an extended notice—and 
we shall not forget it. But now let me ask 
whose rule of. aur it was that wrought all 
thistmischief? In Spain, in Portugal, in Rome, 
there is no religion but your own. Especially 
in Rome “our Lord the Pope” has all to him- 
self, coffers, letters (if any,) religion, both 
swords, and all the people. As “ ignorance 
ts the mother of devotion,” they surely are 
too ,,*¢devout” to “think?” and it would 
seem, that. amongst all their miracles, a holy 
and enlightened man is the greatest! 

_ Hf assertion without proof, can produce: 
conviction, and a confident air in the worst 
circumstances can recommend a cause, you, 
are strely the most happy and triumphant of 
all’ polemics. How must it have grieved 
our Christian readers. and made your office 
bering see you sporting as you have done 
with the Redeemer’s divinity. You had 
said thatthe authority of the church could 
clearly be proved from the Bible alone, 
and yet that the cardinal doctrine of Christ’s 
Deity, was wholly incapable of proof from the 
same source! Now I would here give you 
the occasion of a fair trial of these positions. 
I wilt turn aside with you for a season from 
the subject we are now discussing, to ex- 
amine before the public, the er of the 
Bible on this subject. Then we shall put 
your, assertions to the test. But if you 
think it prudent to decline, I hope that 
hencéforth literary consistency, if not re- 
verence for your Master will restrain the ex- 
jon of such unhallowed and unfounded 
opinions. : 
Lregret that.room is wanting to recapitu- 
Jate the’ various arguments which you have 
left unnoticed “in the rear” against your 
rulevof faith. «I still more regret that my let- 
already overrup its ‘assigned limits, 
witliout enabling me to pass as I ‘had design- 


Nothing could be more touchingly beautiful than the 
answer 


faculties of speech and hearing, and deprived him of them?” 
He burst into tears, and wrote, “‘ Even so, Father, for so 
it seemed good in thy sighi.” | 


the United States of America met, a 


a littleddeaf and dumb boy in the London Asy- | 
lum to the question “(why God had blest others with the 
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WEDNESDAY, May 


22, 1833. 


‘Tue Genernat AssemB_y.—The highest judicatory 
of our church, now convened in this city, is the object 
which naturally excites most attention. A general ab- 
stract of the proceedings, up to the time of our going to” 
press, will be found in this paper. In some of the more 
interesting debates, we hope to have the assistance of a 
stenographer... At present our readers must be content 
with such brief notes as we can ourselves take, under very 
disadvantageous circumstances. The discussions have 
hitherto been marked by great harmony and apparent 
affection. 


On Lord’s Day evening, the Rev. Mr. Smith, Mission- 
ary from western Asia, addressed a vast audience in the 
First Presbyterian Church. Mr.S. has travelled exten- 
sively in Syria, Egvpt, Greece, Armenia, Turkey and 
Persia. His discourse was such, and so timed, that we 
hope its spirit will be propagated throughout the church. 


The proceedings of the Assembly necessarily exclude 
our suinmaries of foreign intelligence, as well as notices of 
books, and some advertisements. 


The annual sermon before the American Sunday School 
Union, was delivered on Monday evening, in St. Andrew’s 
church, by the Rev. Dr. Henshaw of Baltimore. 


FoREIGN CoRRESPONDENCR.—We have the pleasure 
of informing our friends that we have entered into ar- 
rangements with a gentleman of literature and piety, 
who contemplates visiting Great Britain, France, and 
Germany, to furnish us with regular communications from 
Europe. 

We propose to insert, next week, several communica- 
tions from foreign missionaries, which have not yet been 
laid before the public. The original matter which has 
crowded upon us, within a day or two, must be de- 
ferred. 


The Anniversary of the Board of Education of the 
Presbyterian Church, will be celebrated in the Sixth 
Presbyterian Church, (Rev. Mr. Winchester’s, Spruce 
between 5th and 6th streets,) this evening, (Wednesday.) 
A statement of the operations of the year will be made by 
the Corresponding Secretary, (Rev. John Breckinridge,) 
and several addresses delivered. | 

The chair will be taken by the President at a quarter 
before & o’clock. 


GENERAL ASSEMBLY. 

The General Assembly of the Presbyterian Church in 
eably to appoint- 
ment, in the Seventh Presbyterian Church, in the city of 
Philadelphia, Thursday, May 16th, 1833., at 11 o'clock, 
A. M., and was opened with a sermon by the Kev. James. 
Hoge, D, D., the Moderator of the last Assembly, trom 
Eph. v. 25—27. ‘ Christ also loved the church, and gave 
himself for it; that he might sanctify and cleanse it with 
the washIlng of water by the word; that he might present 
it to himself a glorious church, not having spot, or wrin- 
kle, or any such thing; bat that it should holy and without 
blemish.” 

After public worship, the Assembly was constituted 
with prayer. ‘The standing Committee of Commissions 
reported the persons present who had been duly appoint- 
ed Commissioners to this General Assembly. 

The Committee further reported that the commissions 
from the second Presbytery of N:w York have not the 
signature of the Moderator, and that the Rev. Robert W. 
Condit of the Presbytery of Oswego, the Rev. Samuel 
Montgomery of the Presbytery of Blairsville, the Rev. 
Wiliiam S. Plumer of the Presbytery of East Hanover, 
the Rev. Thomas P. Hunt of the Presbytery of Fayette- 
ville, have represented to the Committee that they were 
regularly appointed by their respective Presbyteries, but 
had not their commissions to present. 

Mr. Junkin, Mr, Whelpley, and Mr. Wm. Anderson, were 
appointed a Committee of Elections. The cases of the 
persons claiming seats, without having produced regular 
commissions, were referred to this Committee. The 
Assembly then bad a recess until half past 3 o’clock. 
Afier the recess the Assembly met. The Committee 
of Elections reported, that they had examined the cases 
of the Commissioners referred to them, when it was re- 
solved that — all be admitted as members, and their 
names be enrolled. 7 
The Assembly proceeded to the choice of a Moderator 
and a Temporary Clerk ; when the Rev Dr. William A. 
M‘Dowell was unanimously elected Moderator, and the 
Rev. Sylvester Eaton was elected Temporary Clerk. 
Adjourned to meet to-morrow morning at 9 o’clock. Con- 
cluded with prayer. 


Friday morning, May 17th, 9 o’clock. The Assembly 
met and was opened with prayer. 

The Committee of Commissions also reported that the 
Rev. Daniel Barber from the Presbytery of Northumber- 
land had informed them that he was in commission, but had 
not his commission with him. Referred to the Committee 
of Elections, The Minutes of the last General Assembly, 
agreeably to a standing rule, were distributed among the 
members by the Stated Clerk. The Committee of Elec- 
tions reported in favour of receiving Mr. Barber, and he 
was accordingly received as a member. ' 

Resolved, ‘Phat as a standing rule of the General As- 
sembly, a committee of five be appointed to consider all 
applications for leave of absence, with power to decide 
on tthe same, &c. Dr. M‘Cartee, Mr. Lyons, Mr. 
Plumer, Mr. Gray, and Mr. Squier, were therefore ap- 

oited 
4 Committee of Overtures. Dr, Hoge, Dr. Chapman, 
Mr. E. W. Crane, Mr. Nevins, Mr. Kant, Mr. William 
Brown, Mr. Haines, Dr. Steele, and Mr. Andrews. 
Judicial Committee. Dr. Beman, Mr, Joseph Camp- 
oy Mr. Latta, Mr. Jessup, Mr. Boyd, and Dr. H. Camp- 
bell. 

Resolved, That it be the order of the for day Monday next, 
to receive communications on the state of religion, Com- 


mittee to prepare the Narrative, Mr. Henry White, 
Mr. S. K. Talmage, Mr. Judd, Mr. Ferris, and Mr. With- 
ington. 


Committee on Mileage. Mr. Symington, Mr. Ambrose 
White, and Dr. Moseley. Committee to make arrange- 
ment for religious services, Dr. J- M‘Dowell, Dr. Spring, 
and Dr. Lawrie. The Records of Synods were then re- 
ferred to Committees. 

Dr. Miller then moved that a Committee of three be 
appointed to prepare a draught of a letter to the General 
Assembly of the Kirk of Scotland, with a view of com- 
mencing a correspondence with that body. Dr. M. al- 
luded to our correspondence with the French churches, 
the Synod of Ulster and the English Congregationalists, 
and stated that there had never yet been even a proposal 
to correspond with the established church of Scotland. 
He declared his belief that the whole visible church catho- 
lic was now summofied to co-operate in the cause of giving 
the Gospel to the world. Aftersome conversation, chietly 
touching the question whether such an overture from us 
would or could be entertained by the Scotch Church, in 
which Dr. Green, Mr. Junkin, Dr. M‘Cartee, and Mr. 
Winchester took part, the resolution passed unanimously. 
The Committee appointed consisted of Dr. Miller, Dr. 
Spring, and Mr. Goodrich, to whom was afterwards ad- 
ded, upon special motion, Dr. Lawrie. 

Mr. Plumer inoved the appointment of a committee 
to consider the expediency of appointing a special sea- 
son of fasting, humiliation and prayer, in relation to the 
conversion of the world to God; and if they deem it expedi- 
ent, to name a certain day, and report a suitable minute 
on the subject to be sent to the Churches. Also (ona sug- 
gestion of Dr. Spring,) that the sane committee consider 
aud report on the resolutions lately adopted by the Ame- 
rican Bible Society, concerning the supply of the accessible 
population of the globe with the Holy Scriptares within 
a definite time. Mr. Plumer said, that he had at first 
thought of proposing two days or four days in the year, 
but that perhaps one day might be as profitable as all 
these; believed that every one who had faithfully ob- 
served the Ist of January, would rejoice in another. 
And that in consegnence “one day in seven” would be 
better observed, with reference to this. The resolution 
passed unanimously, and Dr. Green, Dr. Rice, and Mr. 
Allen were apointed the Committee. 

Dr. Green, Dr. Beman, Dr. Lawrie, and Mr. Boyd 
were appointed a committee to correspond with the 
United Secession Churches of Scotland. 

The committee appointed by the last General Assembly 
to examine into the state of the funds belonging to, or under 
the control of the Assembly, or its ‘T’rustees, made a report, 
which was put upon the docket. In the debate on this 
Mr. Lathrop remarked that it was probable but a small 
portion of the General Assembly understood the origin 
of this Report. He therefore rehearsed the facts. ‘The 
investigation had been one of deep interest for a number of 
years. In his own knowledge « had been called up du- 
ring four or tive Assemblies. ‘The Assembly had been 
trying in vam to gel a statement of the condition of their 
funds. From year to year it was reported that the inves- 
tigation had not yet beep made. Nearly ten years since 
this was brought up, if not at every Assembly. He wish- 
ed now to know ifall we were to obtain from the Committee 
was the simple expression of opinion contained in this letter. 
Dr. M‘Dowell and Dr. Green successively explained,— 
that the ‘Trustees would themselves make a report, and 
that there had been no fraud nor concealment ; that the 
it-health of the excellent treasurer of that Board had re- 
tarded the complete exposition of our fiscal concerns. 
Mr. Lathrop replied, ‘The whole subject was, by a vote 
of the house, put upon the docket. 

A letter was then read from the Congregational Union of 
England and Wales, and Dr, M‘Cartee, Mr: Lathrop and 


| Mr. Hamner were appomted a committee to answer it. Dr. 


M-Dowell expressed his surprise that this letter had Leeu 


|‘leave to withdraw his 


published by the Stated Clerk before it had been scen by the 
ouse. 


__ Mr. Junkin moved that the same committee, inquire into 
the expedieacy of appointing a Standing Committee to an- 
swer letters during the interim. Dr. Miller doubted the expe- 
diency of ever publishing a letter which had not been 
laid before the house ; great evils might arise in supposable 
cases. Dr Green saw no necessity for the motion. It 
was highly i lar to publish any document whatever 
before it is read here ;—unheard of before. It were bet-_ 
ter for the General Assembly to pass a resolution that no 
document should ever be published under such circum- 
stances, Dr. Ely stated thatthe letter had been addres- 
sed to him as an individual. Afier some desultory con- 
versation between Dr. Spring, Mr. Junkin, Dr Miller, &c. 
the motion was withdrawn. 

The Stated Clerk presented a letter from the Rev. C. 
Caillotte, in behalf of the Rev. Colany Nee of Leme, in 
Fraace, whith was read. Resolved, that Mr. R. Smith, 
Mr. E. W. Crane, and Mr.S. K. ‘Talmage be a commit- 
tee to answer the above letter. Adjourned to meet this 
afternoon at half past 3 o’clock. Concluded with prayer. 


The Committee of Commissions reported that Mr. Eras- 
tus Upson was commissioned by the Presbytery of Oswego; 
and a debate arose as to the propriety of asking the ques- 
tion, whether Mr. Upson were aruling elder or not? He was 
not stated to be such in his credentials. The question 
was asked, and Mr. @ondict the Bishop from that Presby- 
tery replied, that Mr. Upson was a Committee-man. Dr. 
Green moved the reading of the rule of General Assem- 
hhly’s on this subject. Dr Beman suggested the propriety 
of referring this to the Committee of Elections. Last year 

here were two cases of this kind which were thus referred. 
tated. None but bishops and elders could be constitution- 
Mr. S. Boyd thought this a singular question to be now agi- 
ally in commission, and it would not be contended that 
Mr. U. was a bishop; it was acknowledged that he was not 
a ruling elder. It was unprecedented. Alluded to the agi- 
tation produced by this, three years ago, and the protest 
and answer relative to this subjeet. General Assembly 
then found it necessary to enter a rule, and now, forsaoth, 
you refer it to the Committee of Elections. Let the per- 
son withdraw it here. Mr. Skillman spoke on the same 
side. Dr. Beman was nota lite surprised that a legal 
brother should call such reference unprecedented. Re- 
ferred to Minutes of last year, p. 314. The same case 
then, and it was then referred to the Committec of E‘ec- 
tions, which reported that the commissions had been 
withdrawn. Dr. M‘Dowell read the rule. Declared his 
opinion against reference. The churches ought univer- 
sally to know our principle on this point. In truth we 
have no form of commission for any but bishops aud ruling 
elders. Mr. Winchester, Dr. Green, and Mr. Junkin, 
spoke against, and Megsrs. Bliss and Jessup in favour of 
reference. The vote being taken it was lost. Ayes 116. 
Noes 119. It was then resolved that Mr. Upson have 


The Permanent Clerk reported that there had been put 
into his hands the following items of judicial business, viz. 
“ A complaint of the 2d Presbytery of Philadelphia against 
the Synod of Philadelphia.” ‘A complaint of the Rev. 
E. W. Gilbert against tbe Synod of Philadelphia.” “A 
Remonstrance of the Synod of Philadelphia.” ‘“Com- 

laint of the Rev. Messrs, R. Catchcart, G. Duffield, and 
. W. Gilbert, against the Synod of Philadelphia.” 
“*Complaint of John Cochran, against the 8th Presbyte- 
rian cburch in Philadelphia.” ‘ An appeal by the Rev. Dr. 
James Snodgrass from a decision of the Synod of Pitts- 
burg.” ‘Resolutions and complaint of West Lexington 
Presbytery, and also an answer to the dissent and com- 
plaint of Messrs. Campbell, ‘Taylor, and others.”— 
‘Complaint of Samuel Lowrie, agaiyst the Synod of 
Cincinnati.””—And *‘a Memorial from jhe Presbytery of 
Iudianapolis.” ‘The above papers were put into the 
hands of the Judicial Committee. 
The delegates appointed to attend the meetings of 
corresponding bodics reported, and their reports were 
accepted. 
The Committee of Bills and Overtures reported Over- 
tures 1—5, which were = on the docket. 
The General Assembly proceeded to consider the 
Overture No. 1. being a proposition from the Presbytery 
of Chilicothe for an amendment of the Constitution in re- 
lation to the division of Presbyteries. It was committed 
to Dr. Spring, Mr. Nevins, and Mr. Sprague. 
Overture No 2. viz. the following question: “Ts it law- 
ul and consistent with the order of our church for an ec} 
clesiastical court to reconsider and set aside its own decision 
in a case of discipline, afier a lapse of five or six years 
from the time the decision was made, and alter the 
court has so changed that many of its members were not 
members atthe time of the decision, and when no new 
testimony is proposed ?’’ was committed to Dr. Miller, 
r. Barnes, and Mr. M‘lntyre. 
Overture No. 3. viz. a question from the Presbytery of 
Bethel respecting holding communion with the followers 
of Wm. C. Davis, a deposed minister, and calling them- 
selves Independent Presbyterians, was taken up. A 
Hoge proposed that the question should be answered in 
the negative, and gave some account of the deposition 
of Davis. Took the ground that a deposed minister clear- 
ly had no power te ordain. Dr. Ely proposed to amend, 
so that it should be left to the discretion of the pastor 
and session. Contended that men, regularly ordained by 
us or admitted by us to sealing ordinances, might after- 
wards become attached to Davis’s followers. Asked if 
we would exclude a man wliom we should admit on his 
own cohfession. Gave some statement of the distarbed 
condition of those ehurches, and belreved that by passing 
this we should drive many over to them. . Hoge 
felt the difficulty of the question with regard to this, and 
all other questions regarding communion with professed 
Christians. Difficult to setule @ general principle. Yet 
he thought this specific case by. no means obscure. 
There may indeed bt some disturbance in the region 
from which this comes, as the preceding speaker had 
stated ; yet little reliance was‘to be put upon mere hear- 
say evidence. The case has its difficulties on doth sides, 
Decide as you maygand onc side will be dissatisfieck 
Adopt Dr. Ely’s plan, and you will be far frém producing 
a settiement. -‘The fire will stili burn and extend its rava- 
ges. I am, said he, one of those who are slow to apply 
remedies unless there is hope of cure, but I believe that 
a decided expression of opinion will be most for edifica- 
tion. The statements from that region are unanimous. 
Beware of mdirectly recognising that class of professing 
Christians as ministers and churches. Dr. Ely moved to 
commit. Dr. Miller opposed this; thought the course’ 
adapted todo harm. If you committhis, you‘do in fact, 
commit the question: ‘‘ Shall our people be encouraged to 

oand receive sealing ordinances from mere laymen ?” 
r. Hoge, hoped thatif H were desirable to avoid «a de- 
cision, indefinite postponement would be adopted. Ear- 
nestly hoped however that Gencral Assembly wouid de- 
cide in the negative. Mr. Hamner was in faveur of 
committing, in order that the facts might be gathered. 
Mr. Harding spoke at some length and with great 
warmth against deciding*the question, upon the ground 
that a decision of the General Assembly would be cisre- 
garded. [We have a pretty fall report of Mr. Hardivy’s 
speech, but decline publishing it at present.] Mr. Win- 
chester answered the last speaker, aild rejected the insin- 
uation that the decisions of this body are uugatory, 
Here the discussion was arrested by a motion tur ad- 
journment, 


Saturday, May 18. 9 o'clock, A. M. Opened with 
rayer. 
The foliowing persons were declared 40 be duly-clected 
as delegates to corresponding bodies; vize Rev. B. H., 
Rice, D. D., Rev. H. G. Ludlow, and Rev. Dr. M‘Cartee 
to the General Association of Connecticut. : Rev. Dr. 
Rice and Mr. Ludlow to Massachusetts. Rev. Dr. Rice 
to Rhode Island. Rey. Dr. M‘Cartee to Maine. Rev. 
Mr. Patterson to New Hampshire and Vermont, and Rev. 
K. Smith his alternate. Rev. Dr. Spring and Mr. Boyd 
to Reformed Dutch Church. Rev. B. F. Stanton the alters 
nate of Dr. Spring, and Mr. Ananids. Platt the alternate 
of Mr. Boyd. Messrs. Foote and Junkin tothe German 
Reformed Church, and Mr. Riddle the alternate te either. 

The discussion interrupted last evening was resumed, 

Dr. Chapman opposed the reference, and read a resolu- 
tion which he might afterwards bring forward, the sub- 
stance of which was, that the Assembly disapproved of 
lay ordinations, yet left this matter entirely to the ses- 
sions. 
Dr. M‘Cartee opposed the reference, because, as a gen- 
eral rule, we ought to decide the questions which are pro- 
posedto us. Yet he also objected to the latter part of Dr. 
Chapman’s resolution, as giving too much liberty to 
church sessions, It is in eflect giving countenance to the 
admission of such persons. Far better say nothing, than 
by saying this, encourage rebellion against the church. 
Jnguiry had been made as to the cause of Davis’ deposi- 
tion. Being de fucto deposed, we must not recognise him 
as having authority. 

Mr. White of New York, read a paper importing that no 
one not baptized by aregular minister of the gospel should 
be considered as thus entitled. 

Mr. Plumer, read from Digest, p. 94. viz: 

“ The following question was pe cee by the commit- 
tee of overtures: viz. Ought such persons to be re-baptiz- 
ed, as have been offered in baptism by notoriously profli- 
gate parents, aud baptized by ministers of the same des- 
cription? On this question the General Assembly, after a 
full investigation adopted the following determination: viz. 

“* Resolved, That it is a principle of this church, that the 
unworthiness of the ministers of the gospel does not inval- 
idate the ordinances of religion dispensed by them. It is 
also a principle, that as long as any denomination of 
Christians is acknowledged by us a church of Christ, we 
ought to hold the ordinances dispensed by it as valid, not- 
withstanding the unworthiness of particular ministers. 
Yet, inasmuch as no general rule can be made to embrace 
all circumstances, there may be irregularities in particu- 
lar administrations, by men not yet divested of their office 
either in this or in other churches which may render them 
null and void. But as these irregularities must often re- 
sult from circumstances and situations, that cannot be an- 
ticipated and pointed out in the rule, they must be left to 
be judged of by the prudence and wisdom of church ses- 
sions, and the higher judicatories to which they may be re- 
ferred. In such cases, it may be advisable to administer 
the ordinance of baptism iu a regular manner, where a 
profane exhibition of the ceremony may have been at- 
tempted. These cases and circumstances however are to 
be inquired into by the church sessions, and referred to a 
Presbytery before a tinal decision.—I 90. Vol. L. p. 20.” 

The substance of Mr. Plumer’s argument was, that by 
answering in the negative we should exclude many dear 

ople ot God; stated cases; and declared that he had in 
these matters a higher responsibility than to the decisions 
of the General Assembly. . 

Mr. Ludlow opposed the reference. Believed that few 
in the house agreed with the last speaker. This was the 


case of a wicked man out of commission, and even if he’ 


* 


without restoration te office,, There aust be order in the 
charch of God. Tnstanced the case of persons of piety 
inveigled into Unitarian echarches. Persons not baptized 
must not be admitted to communion. | 
Dr. Ely withdrew the motion for committment. The 
debate then proceeded on the orginal motion to answer in 
the negative. 
ry read Overture 15th of last Assembly, Mi- 
nutes p. 327, and added that this was sent down to persons 
in the disturbed region. A general decision however 
was no remedy, and now we have it sent back. In that 
region the Lord’s Supper has not been dispensed in some 
churches for a year. 
The whole difficulty arose from its having been left to ses- 


} stons to decide. Christians there were respectfully wait- 


ing; like the Church in Antioch ona certain occasion. 
Dr. Spring, Dr. Chapman, Mr. Wells, aud Dr. Hoge, 
successively addressed the chair. The principle was 
strongly. maintained by some speakers that Sessions 
should judge of all such questions. 

Mr. White opposed giving out the intimation that the 
session is the supreme authority ; but equally opposed to 
deciding on this question of fact without evideuce. Pro- 
posed au amendment, which was lost. | 
_ Dr. Ely referred to the opinion of Robert Hall, that bap- 
itsm Is hol @ necessary pre-requisite. Apostles were per- 
ree not baptized. Dr. Juo,M. Masou’s opinion was cited. 
What is to be done with those who, after having been re- 
_ admitted to the Presbyterian Church, go over to 
the followers of Davies, and yet apply to us for occasion- 
al communion Offered a disapproving of 
lay-ordination, yet declaring it to be the duty and privi- 
lege of sessions to examine into the qualifications of each 
particular applicant, 

Dr. Green said he was opposed to what he could not 
name otherwise than by calling it the omnipotence of the 
session. Took a case of an avowed Unitarian, admitted by 
a session. Feared it might not always bean imaginary case. 
‘Would the Presbytery have no riglit t@ control the session? 
Could not the gone, or the General Assembly succes- 
sively take itup? ‘The opposite doctrine is monstrous. The 
Session must decide in the first instance, but always ac- 
cording to rule. Referred to the Confession of Faith, 
chapter on Baptism. Saw uno difficulty, in tlie case of a 
pious man applying for communion, Jet him be admitted 

e novo. ithe retuse to submit, he is plainly no proper 
subject. There is, itis true, more difficulty as to bap- 
lism. But once admit the idea that the session may ad- 
mit whom they please, and no deposed man wil! care for 
your decision. ‘1 can go,” he will say “and have more 
influence as the head of a party than if 1 bad not been de- 
posed.” Believed that the Assembly had given cause for 
the disrespect of its acts, by suffering temporizing deci- 
Sions to pass. 

Mr. Ludlow offered scme highly impressive remarks 
against the license pleaded for, 

Dr. Spring offered resolutions, first answering in the 
negative, but then leaving sessions to determine how far 
discipline should extend, 


Mr. Lathorp in favour of committing, opposed Dr. Spring's 


resolutions. Was delighted that there were no shades of 
party visible since the commencement of our Sessions. 
I'he whole subject was committed. 

_ Overture 4. From the Synod of West Tennessee request- 
mg an answer to the two following questions, viz. 1. What 
are the nature and duties of the office of deacon? 2, 
What is the scriptural and appropriate mode of ordina- 
tion? was taken up, and after some discussion it was 
committed to Mr. Beach, Mr. Vail, and Mr. Hoyt. 

Overture, No. 5. viz. An application fiom the Presby- 
tery of Newton, tor leave to receive Me. Alexander Mack- 
lin, a foreign licentiate—was taken up, and committed to 
Mr. Foote, Mr. Cheever, and Mr. James. Wood. 

The Synod of the Western Reserve, agreeably to the 
directions of the last Assembly, made a report concern- 
ing the charge against them, that they had uo ruling el- 
ders in some churches, and also that they had received min- 
isters without the necessary engagements. The substance 
was, that they acknowledged no prevalence of the abyses 
charged. In the case of elders, we understood the re- 
port to declare that the Synod did not believe the Consti- 
tution to make them essential to the existence of a church. 
lhe Report was committed to Dr. M‘Cartee, Mr. Judd, 
and Richard D. Haynes. 


Committee of Overtures, reported No’s. 6, and 7. 


Monday May 20th, 9 o’clock, A. M. 

The order of the day, viz. receiving Feports from the 
Presbyteries on the state of religion was taken up? when it 
was resolved to dispense with the reading of these reports. 
The Presbyteries were called, and the reports were haiid- 
ed to committee appointed to draw up the Narrative. 

The reports from the bodies in correspondence with the 
Assembly were read and referred to the same committee. 

The committee to make arrangements for, the religious 
exercises of Wednesday, reported the following order 
which was adopted by the Assembly. 

From 8 to 9 o’clock tg be spent in private devotion; at 
10 o'clock, inthe place of daily meeting, religious exercises 
as follows: « 

1. A statement of the object of the occasion, and iitro- 
ductory prayer by the Moderator. * | 

- Reading a purtion of the Scriptures and a Psalm or 
Hymn by Dr. Green. - 

3. Prayer by Mr. Bouton. 

4. Exhortation by Dr. Miller. 

5. Psalm or Hymn, by Dr. Chapman. ~— | 

6. Reading a portion of Scripwres and a° Psalm ‘or 
Dr. Hoge. - : 

- Exhortation by Mr. White. | | 

8. Prayer by Mr. Eaton. 
9. Exhortation by Mr. Nevins. 

10. Prayer by Mr, Ferris. 

11. Psalm or Hymn, Doxology and Benediction by the 
Moderator. 

The 21st Annual Report of the Directors of the Thev- 


logical Seminary at Princeton was received and commit- 


ted to Messrs, Winchester, LD. Axtell, Juhiel Talmagt, and 
Mr. Squier. 

_ We learn that there have-been received during the year 
66 students; the highest number at any one tinff-in atten- 
dauce on lectures was 138; the number at present 127; 
certificates of having finished the whole course have been 
given to & young men, There have been recieved for-the 
aid of beneticiaries $208. 104 volumes have.been added 
tty donations to the Library; 90 pamphlets have been re- 
ceivéd from Rev. Dr. Sprague, and 46 volumes of works 
from Germany have been purchased. 

The foltowing persons were then nominated as Direc- 
tors of the Theological Seminary, to take the place of six 
whose term of service now expires; viz. Bishops. Drs. 
Green, J. M‘Dowell, Ely, Neil, Beman, Snodgrass, Rice, 
Sprague, and Messrs. Weed, Barnes, Gilbert, Crane, 
Murray, Tuxker, White; Ruling Elders. Messrs. B. 
Strong, S. Bayard, 8S. Boyd, Wm. Bliss, Ambrose 
White, R. D. Haines, R, Wilkinson and Wim, Jessup. 

Dr. Spring as Chairman of the Committee on Over- 
ture, No. 1., read the document, and proposed its indefi- 
nite postponement, Carried nem. con. 

Dr, Hoge reported Overture, No. 8., from the Presby- 
tery of Orange, en gee a change in the form of statis- 
tical reports. No. 9. Remonstrance of Philadélphia 
Presbytery, No. 10. Petition for a new Synod, to be 
called the Synod of the Chesapeake. No. 11. F.om the 
Presbytery of Watertown, respecting a day of prayer 
for the ‘conversion of the world. No. 12. From the Pres- 
bytery of Abingdon, praying to be added to the Synod of 
Virginia. 

‘The General Assembly proceeded to the consideration 
of Overture, No. &., concerning the form of statistical re- 
ports, Dr. Hoge moved the adoption of certain resolu- 
tions, embod yng the principal alterations proposed in 
the Owerture. The subject was indefinitely postponed? 

Overture No. 9. Being the remonstrance of the Synod 
of Philadelphia against the act of the last Assembly di- 
viding the said Presbytery, Dr, Hoge having’stated that 
this would probably come up under another form, moved 
that it Me laid on the table; this was seconded by Dr, Be- 
man, and prevailed. : 

Overture No. 10. being a mgmorial and petition from 
delegates of certain Presbyteries, for the erection of a new 
Synod, to be-ealled the Synod of the Chesapeake, was 
taken up.and gave rise to a highly animated debate. We 
are unable at.this time to present any detailed account of 
the arguments, and can only say that the petition was 
granted. 


NEW ‘YORK.—Mr. James Moorhead Agent 
for this paper in the city of New York has re- 
moved to No. 368 Broom street. 


NEW TEMPERANCE GROCERY STORE. 


N°. 338. Market street, second door below Tenth south 
side,—Where may be had a general assortment of 
fresh and as good groceries as can be had in the market 
viz :—Fresh Teas, Gunpowder, Imperial, Young Hyson, 
Souchong, Pouchong, and Bohca, all of which have been 
selected with great care, by one of the firm who has been 
for the last six years extensively engaged in the retail bu- 
siness in this city. : 
Old Java, Rio, Laguira and St. Domingo Coffee ; 
New Orleans and other sugars ; : 
“ Prime Medal, Dutch, Pine Appleand Sap Sago 
ICESC 
Holcomb’s, Ridgway and Thomas’ Prime hams war- 
ranted ; 
New York Dried Beef, Fresh Olives, Capers, An- 
chovies, &c. 
Baker’s Coca and Chocolate, Preserved Ginger ; 
Underwcod’s Pickles and Sauces ; 
Fresh Raisins, Currents, Figs, Almonds, Oranges and 
Lemons ; 
Fine Sallad Oi), Winter, Summer, and Fall Strained Oil. 
The subscribers would invite families to cail and ex- 
amine for themselves, as they will warrant all goods sold 
by them to give satisfaction. 


MEMOIR OF RIEU. 

A MEMOIR of Julius Charles Rieu. From the French 

of Frederic Monod, jr. one of the Pastors of the Re- 

formed French Church of Paris. With: introductory Re- 
marks, by Rev. A. Alexander, D. D 


NEW SUNDAY SCHOOL BOOKS. 


Flowers. of the Forrest; Holyday Visit to my Aunt 
Sarah; Children’s Friend; Common Errors ; Grand- 
mamma Gilbert; Nias Boy ; Memoir of Rieu 
lustrations; China Missions; Repentance; Memoir of 
Hannah B. Cook ; Biblical Catechism No. 1, for Infant 
schools ; Sorrow of a Rover. : 

Christ Example, by the same. Just publis y 

GEORGE, LATIMER & Co. 


were as holy as Paul, his acts would have no validity 


No. 13 South Fouth street. 


tle knew something of that regien.| | 


“Alleghany . 


MEMBERS OF GENERAL ASSEMBLY FOR 1833, 
Of the Synod of Albany. 


Presbyteries, Ministers. Elcers. 


Londonderry, Zedekiah S. Barstow, John Holes. 
Newburypert, Sylvester G. Pievee, 
Champ/ain, Ezra D, Kinney, 
Selomon Lyman, 
Albany, E.benezer Cheever, 
Elisha Gale 
James Wood, 
‘Thomas Fraser, 
N. S. Beman, D. D. John C, Parker; 
Reuben Smith, Wm. M, Bliss, 
Edwards A, Beach. 
Leonard B. Van Dyke, 
Calvin Darfev, 
‘Thomas M. Smith. 


Of the Synod of Utica. 
James R. Boyil. George Camp, 
John W. Llrwin, 
Fred’ek FE. Cannon. 
Robert W. Condict, 
Sam‘! Whittlessey, 
Ova P. Hoyt 
Nathaniel S. Smit 


He Doolittle, 
Wilhames, 


Troy, 


Celumbia, 


Watertown, 


St. Lawrence, 


Oneida, 


Otsego. 


Ammi Doubleday; 


George Spaulding John Moore, 
Of the Synod of Geneva. 
Chenango, Isaac N, Sprague, 
Delaware Harper Boiee, Joseph A. Grane 
Cortland, Isaac F. Adams, 
Onondaga, Ebenezer C, Beach, 
Alex. B. Corning, | 
Cayuga, Daniel C. Axtell, William Brown 
Natha’l Johnson, 
Samuel W. Brace, 
Tioga, Charles White, Joseph M. Smith, 
Peter Lockwood, 
Geneva, Stephen Porter, Johy Hatmaker 
Sam’'l W. Whelpley, 
Fli F. Adams, 
Bath, Ethan Pratt John Sealover 
L. Farnsworth 
Angelica, Abel Caldwell, 
Of the Synod of Genessee. 
Ontario, John Walker, Walker 
Rochester, Luke Lyons, Azel Ensworth 
William Wisner, 
Genessce, Juhn Shearer, John M‘Pherson 
Benedict Brouks 
Niagara, Joseph Myers, 
Hermatt Halsey, 
Buffalo, Sylvester Eaton, Lemuel Johnson 
‘Thompson 8S. Harris, Dr, Daniel Rumsey 
David D. Gregory, 
Of the Synod of New York, 
Hudson, Daniel T. Wood James W. Wilken 
| Methuselah Baldwin 
North River, Isaac C. Beach Robert Wilkinson, 
Milton Buttolph 
Bedford, George Stebbins 


Dr. Matson Smith ' 
Long Island, ; 
L’g Island, 2d, - 
New York, 


Jonathan Hunjing 
Ithamar Pillsbury 
G. Springs 
R. M‘Cartee D. D. 
Elias W. Crane 
B. Rice D. D. 
Henry White 
Hernian Norton 
Henry G. Lydlow 


Gaius Fenn 


New York, 2d, 


Samucl Boyd 
New York, 3d, 


tichard ‘Tl’, Haines 
Charles Starr 
Oliver Wileox 


Of the Synod of New Jersey. 


Newark Cyrus Gildersieeve, William Gould, 
Gideon N. Judd, Moscs Dodd, 
George Pierson, Robert B. Canfield, 
Elizabethtown J. M*Dowell, D. D. Job Squier, 


Henry Sloan, 
» Jvhn Huff, 
James Seabrook, 


Holloway W. 
George S. Woodhul 
Henry Perkins, 
S. Miller, D. D. 


N. Brunswick 


Newton Jehiel Talmage, George R. King, 7 
- Joseph Campbell, 
Susquehannah Nicholas Murfay, Harry Morgan, 
Montrose Joel Campbell, William Jessup. 
Of the Synod of Philadelphia. 
Philadelphia A. Gyeen, D. D. - A Symington 
William Latta James Al 
George Junkin Thomas Kerr | 
S. G. Winchester Charles J. Davis 
Philad., 2d. Ezra S. Ely, D. D. Ambrose White 
Albert Barnes David H. Mason | 
New Castie . Robert Graham Samuel Dickey 
oseph Barr r. N.W. Semple 
. John M. Dickey John C. Clark 
Lewes John Mitchel more Hobert Hunter 
Baltimore William Nevins Archibald George 
James G. Ilamner 
Dist. of Col. J. Lawrie D. D. Otho Magruder 
7 John C. Smith 
Carlisle Robert Kennedy John Kennedy 
Daniel M‘Kinley Isaac Graham 
Robt. M‘Cachren 
Huntingdon, John Hutchison Henry 
Wilson Lewis H. Williams 
Northumd Daniel Barber Peter Pursel 


Of the Synod of Pittsburg. : 
John Munson Benjamin Gardner 
Samuel Tait vid Derrickson 
James Alexander 


Hartford William Nesbit John Nesbit - 
: Jonathan Hamilton 
Retistone “A.G. Fairchild ‘ Dr. Hugh Campbell 
Steybénville | John Rea Andrew Eagleson 
* William Wallace 
"Washington John Stockton Jacob Slagle 
David Hervey Sturley Cuthbert ~° 
Ohio John Andrews “Robert Highlands 
Robert Patterson John M‘ Dowell 
Alfred Hamilton 
Blairsville Sam}. Montgomery, John Cunnin 
‘Samuel Swan Samuel Marshall 
Of the Synod of Western Reserve. 
Detroit” Noah M. Wells ; 
Ira M. Weed 
Grand River Ward Childs - 
Dexter Witter 
Portage John Seward ° Wiliam F. Ostrom 
Harvey Cue Jabez Hamlin 
Trumbull ° 
Cieveiand W. Lathrop Henry Brown 
Simeon Woodruff Ainzi Babbit 
Of the Synod of Ohio. , 
Columbus James Hoge D. D. 
Richland - Henry Hervey David Moore | 
Samuel Cleland Stephen Coe 
Chillicothe John Rankin 
Lancaster John Wright 
Athens Samuel Newbury William Slocomb 


Peter Kimbdil 
‘ Of the Synod of-Cincinnati, 


Miami Joseph Stephenson Dr. John Steele 

James Coe 
Cincinnati Franklin Y. Vale Hfenry Hagaman 

. ‘Thomas Cole E2ckiel Ross 

Alex. T. Rankin 
“Oaford . Archibald Craig 
2 Of the Synod ef Indiana. . 

Sglem ° Beyj. C. Cressy 
Madison James H. Johnston Victor King 

A 
Vincennes. 
‘Crawfordsville 
Indianapotis 

J Of the Synod of Illinois. 
B. Y. Messenger 


Elisha Jenny 
Juhn Montgomery 


Of the Synod of Migsouri. 


Kaskaskia + 
Sangamon 


Missoy ri, 


Willian P. Cochran 
“St, Joseph M. Sadd 
St. Charles 
: Of the Synod of Kentucky. 
Louisville Geo. W. Ashbridge Cyrus Talbot 
Muhlenburg 


Transylvania John Howe John Barret 
John L. Yantis 


West Lexington Steel Brown 


obert Davidson Thomas T. Skillman 
Ebenezer, . Andrew Todd 
Of the Synod of Virginia. 
Winchester Wm. Henry Foote 


Hanover Wm. Plumer 
Jonathan Siliman 


Jacob D. Mitchell . W. P. Moseley 
S. M*Clelland 


John Mark Fulton William Anderson 
Of the Synod of North Carolina, 


James Gray 
Dr. James Jones 
West Hanover Dr 


Lexington 


Orange N. H. Harding Frederick K. Nash 
Hiram P, Goodrich 
Daniel A. Penick 

Fayetteville ‘Thomas P. Hunt 

Concord A. Y. Lockridge George Andrews 

Of the Synod of Tennessee. 

Abingdon M‘Intyre 

Union Gideon S. White 
Rev. J. T. Hargrave 
‘Thomas Brown 

Holston 


French Broad Nathaniel Hood 
Of the Synod of West Tennessee. 
W. Tennessce Edmund Lanier 


Shiloh 
N. Edward M‘Millan 
W, District R. H. Chapman D. D. 


Of the Synod of South Carolina and Georgia. 


S. Carolina Isaac W. Waddell 
Bethel John B. Davies 
Hopewell Samuel K. Talma 
Charleston Un. W. A. M’Dowell, 
Harmony Robert W. James 
Georgia 

Of the Synod of Mississippi and South Alabama. . 
Mississippi 
S. Alabama 
Tombigbee 
Clinton 


D. 


Peter Donan 
Corresponding Bodies. 
General Association of Connectieut—Rev. Edward Bull, James 
Kent, John H. Hunter. ; 
General Association of Massachusetts— Rev. Leonard Withing- 
ton, George Allen. 
General Association of New Hampshire—Rev. Nath. Bouton. 
General Convention of Vermont—Rev. John Richards. 
General Synod of the Reformed Dutch Church*Rev. IL. 
General Synod of the German Refurmed Chdrch 
General Conference of Maine. 


Evangelical Consociation of Rhode Island--Rev. Oliver Brown. 
CATHOLIC CONTROVERSY, No. IV. — 
(,ONTROVERSY between the Rev. John Hughes of 
the Roman Catholie Church, and the Rev, John 
Breckinridge of the Presbyterian Church, relative to the 
differences in the Roman Catholic and Proves- 
tant Religion. Just published. Price 124 cents, or $1 
per doz. Also a few copies of Nos. 1, 2, and 3, on hand, 
| J. Wueruam. 
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FOSTER’S ESTIMATE OF HALL’S PREACHING. 


. * As a preacher, none of. those contemporaries | 
who nev not seen him in the pulpit, or of his 
readers in another age, will be able to conceive 
an adeqnate idea of Mr. Hall. His personal ap- 
pé@arancé was in striking conformity to the struc- 
ture and temper of his mind. A latge-built, ro- 
bust figuré was in perfect keeping witha coun-_ 
tenance formed as if on purpose for the most de- 
clared manifestation of internal power, a power 
impregnable in its own strength, as in a fortress, 
and constantly without an effort, in a state for 
action. _That.countenance was usually of a cool 
unmoved mien at the beyinning of the public ser- 
vice; and sometimes, when he was not greatly 
excited by his subject, or was repressed by pain, 
would not acquire a great degree of temporary 
expression during the whole discourse. At other 
times it would kindle into an ardent aspect as he 
went on, and toward the conclusjon become 
lighted up almost into a glare. But, for myself, 
I doubt whether I was hot quite as much arrested 
by his appearance in the interval while a short 
part of the service, performed without his assist- 
ance, immediately before the sermon, allowed him 
to sit in silence. ith his eyes closed, his fea- 
tures as stifl aw in death, and his head sinking 
down almost on his chest, he presented an image 
of entire abstraction. For a moment, perhaps, 
he would seem to awake to a perception of the 


same state. It was interesting to imagine the 
strong iternal pend which it was certain 
was then employed on the yet unknown subject 
about to be unfolded to the auditory.” 


‘‘ He surpassed perhaps all preachers of recent 
times in the capital excellenee of having a defi- 
nite purpose, a distinct assignable subject, in 
each sermon, Sometimes, indeed, as when in- 
truders ‘had robbed him of all his time for 
study, or when his spirits had been consumed by 
a prolonged excess of pain, he was reduced to 
take the license of discoursing with less definite 
scope, on the common subjects of religion. But 
he was never pleased with any scheme of a sermon 
in which he could not, at the outset, say exactly 
what it was he meant to do. He told his friends | 
that he always felt “he could do nothing with”’ a text 
or subject till it resolved and.shaped itself into a to- 
pic of which he could see the form and outline, 
and which the could take out both from the exten- 
sive system of religious truth, and, substantially, 
from its connexion with the more immediately 
related parts of that system; at the same time. 
not failing to indicate that connexion by a few 
brief clear remarks to show the consistency and 
mutual corroboration of the portions taken 
apart for separate discussion. ‘This method as- 


_ sured to him and his hearers the advantage of an 


ample variety.” 
“The preacher uniformly began his sermons 
in a low voice, and with sentences of the utmost 
lainness both of thought and language. It was not, 
T believe, in observance of any precept of the rhe- 
toricians, or with any conscious intention, that 
he did 803 it ‘was simply the manner in which 
his mind naturally set in for the consideration of 
an important subject. This perfect plainness of 
the introduction, quietly delivered in a voice. defi- 
cient in tone and force, and difficult to be heard 
at first by a large part of the congregation, dcca- 
sioned surprise and disappointment sometimes to 
stran drawn by curiosity to hear “the cele- 
bra orator,” in the expectation, perhaps, of 
powerful sallies, flourishes, and fulminatfons. 
*¢ Can this be he?” has been the question whis- 
pered between some two such expectants, seated. 
together. A short comment on the facts in Scrip- 
ture history found in connexion with the text, or 
which had- been-the occasion of the-words ; or, 
on circumstances in the condition of the primitive 
Church; or on some ancient or modern error re- 
lating to the subject to be proposed ; would give, 
within the space of five or ten minutes, the con- 
densed and perspicuous result of much reading 
and study. Sometimes he would go immediate- 
ly to his subject, after a very few introductory 
sentences. And the attentive hearer was certain 
to apprehend what that subject was. It was 
stated precisely, yet in so simple a manner, 
as to preclude all appéarance of elaborate defini- 
distribution was always perfectly inarti- 
ficial, cast in an order of the least formality of divi- 
sion that could mark an intelligible succession of 
parts, very seldom exceeding the number of three 
or four; which set forth the elements of the sub- 
t in the nearest natural form, if I may express 
it so, of their subsistence. Generally; eacli of 
these parts was illustrated in two or three parti- 
culars, noted as first, second and perhaps third.” 


- He displayed, in amgst eminent degree, .the 


rare excellence of a perfect conception and exr 
pression of every, thought, however rapid the suc- 
cession. ere were no half-formed ideas, no 
misty semblances of a meaning, no momentary 
lapses of-intellect inte an utterance at hazard, no 
sentences without a distinct object, and serving 
merely for the continuity of speaking; every sen- 
timent had at once a palpable shape, and an ap- 
propriateness to the immediate purposé. If now 
and then, which was seldom, a word or a part of 
a sentence, slightly failed to denote precisely 
the thing he intended, it .was curious to observe 
how perfectly he was aware of it, and how he 
would instantly throw in an additional clause, 
which did signify it precisely.” i 

«¢ In the most admired of his sermons, and inva- 
riably in all his preaching, there was one -excel- 
lence, of a moral kind, in which few eloquent 
preachers have ever equalled, and none ever did 
or will surpass him. It was so remarkable and 
obvious, that the reader (if having been also a 
hearer of Mr. Hall) will have gone before me 
when I name—oblivion of self. The preacher 
appeared wholly absorbed in his subject, given 
up to its possession, as the single actuating 
principle and impulse of the mental achievement 
which he was as if uaconsciously performing ;— 
as if unconsciously ; for it is impossible it could 
be literally so; yet his absorption was so evi- 
dent, there was so clear an absence of every be- 
traying sign of vanity, as to leave no doubt that 
reflection on himself, the tacit thought, ‘It is 
1 that am displaying this excellence of speech,’ 
was the faintest action of his mind. His audito- 
ry were sure that it was in relation to his subject, 
and not to himself, that he regarded the feelings 
with which they might hear him.” 


_ & What a contrast to divers showy and admir- 
ed orators, whom the reader will remember to 
have seen in the pulpit and elsewhere! For who 
has not witnessed, perhaps more times than a 
few, a pulpit exhibition, which unwittingly told 
that the speaker was to be himself as prominent, at 
the least, as his sacred theme? ho haa.mot 
observed the glimmer of a self-complacent smile, 
partly ‘reflected as it were, on his visage, from 
the plausive visages confrontin him, and partly 
lighted from wihin, by the blandishment of a 
still warmer admirer? Who has not seen him 
swelling with a tone and air of conscious impor- 
tance in some specially fine passage ; prolonging 
&, holding it up, spreading out another and yet 
another scarlet fold, with at least a temporary 
stop to survey the assembly, as challenging their 
tributary looks of admiration, radiating on him- 
self, or interchanged among sympathetic indivi- 
duals im the congregation? Such a preacher 
might have done well to become a hearer for a 
while ;—if indeed capable of receiving any cor- 
rective instraction from an example of his reverse; 
for there havé been instances of hers actu- 
ally spoiling themselves still worse in conse- 
of hearing some of Mr. Hall’s eloquent 
effusione4 assuming beyond their previous seffi- 
ciengy Of euch es, a vociferous declamation, 
foreed look of force, and a tumour of verbiage, 
from mrnaccountable failure to perceive, or to 
t use of the perception, that his 
yetuous delivery, nt aspect, and 


the strong excitement of the 


scene before him, but instantly relapse into the | - 


| (SELECTED.) 


_ Deut. vi. 12. Beware lest thou forget the Lord. 
Peal. x. 12. O Lord, forget not the humble. 


The star that shines #0 pure and bright, 
Like a far off place of bliss, 

To tell the broken hearted 

There are brighter worlds than this ; 

The moon that courses through the sky, 
Like man’s uncertain doom, 

Now shining bright, with borrowed light, 
Now wrapped in deepest gloom:-— 

Or when eclipsed, a dreary blank, 
A fearful emblem given ~ 

Of the heart shut out by a sinful world, 
From the blessed light of heaven ; 

The flower that freely casts its wealth 
Of perfume on the gale; 

The breeze that mourns the summer’s close 
With melancholy wail ; 

The stream that cleaves the mountain’s side, 
Or gurgles from the grot— 

All speak in their Creator’s namo, 
And say, “ Forcer mz nor.” 


“ Forcer me not,” the thunder roars, 
As it bursts its sulphury cloud; 

*Tis murmured by the distant hills : 
In echoes long and loud ; 

*T'is written by the Almighty’s hand 
In characters of flame, — 

- When the lightning’s gleams with vivid flash 
His wrath and his power proclaim.— 

unurmured where the white wave falls 
Upon the wreck-strewn shore, 

As a haughty warrior bows his crest 
When his work of death is o’cr.— 

Go speed thee forth, when the rising sun 
O’erthrows the reign of night, 

And strips the earth of its misty robe, 
Aud arrays it in diamonds bright; 

Oh:! then as thou drimkest in health and joy, 
From the fresh and balmy air, 

“Forcer ME not,” in a still small voice, 

_ ‘Will assuredly greet thee there. 


Oh! who that sees the vermeil cheek 
Grow day by day more pale; 
And beauty’s form, as it shrinks before 
The summer’s gentlest gale ; 
But thinks of Him, the mighty One 
By whom the blow is given, 
As if the faircst flowers of carth 
Were the earliest plucked for Heaven.— 
Oh, yes, on every side we see 
The impress of his hand , 
The air we breathe is full of Him, 
And the earth on which we stand.— 
Yet heedless man regards it not, 
But lite’s uncertain day 
In idle hopes and vain regrets, 
Thus madly wastes away.— 
But in His own appointed time 
He will not be forgot; 
Oh! in that hour of fearful strife, 
Great Gop “ Forget me not.” — 


From the Associate Reformer. 
IRELAND. 

- The friends of the Rev. Moses Kerr will be 
pleased to learn that he arrived in Ireland in re- 
cruited health and spirits. The last news from 
him is in a letter dated from Ballymoney, a con- 
‘siderable town in the county of Antrim. Al! 
traces of the indisposition which threatened him 
had entirely vanished, and given place to unusual 
ood health, and that florid complexion which 


from his‘letter, we know will be acceptable to our 
readers. Speaking of the -political state of Ire- 
‘land, he says,— 


‘‘ My impressions of Ireland are of a mingled 
character. When I take a general view of the 
country, highly cultivated as it is, and heautifully 
intersected by hedges, my emotions are those of 
.pleasure. - But when I survey the country more 
| particularly—when I look into the miserable huts 
of the* peasantry, and observe the food which 
‘they eat, and the raiment which they wear—I 
feel that they are destitute of every thing which 
you or I Would call the comforts of life. Indeed, 
this country seems to be governed for the enjoy- 
ment of the few. The people are oppressed and 
rolfbed, for the support of an extra nt and 
worthless aristocracy. Iam informed that great 
part of the peasantry live upon potatoes alone,— 
no meat,—no bread,—not even the beve of a 
little milk. 1 have often seen them, in this cold 
season, travelling on their bare feet; and in coats 
of many patches of every colour.” 

‘The ‘estated gentlemen,’ on the other hand, live 
in grandeur and agg ‘Every thing is done for 
them by servants. Do they hunt—servants are 
there to raise the hare from its cover. Do they 
fowl, ride, or walk, for pleasure, servants attend 
them. ‘Their habitations are palaces, beautifully 
and richly furnished. Their tables are loaded 
with luxuries from every climate. Their cellars 
are stocked with spirits of every proof and every 
flavour. They ride in splendid carriages, follow- 
ed by attendants; and their stables are filled with 
the best horses in the country. I can tell one of 
these lordlfngs as far as I can see him, for he 
looks as if he thought the world’s inhabitants all 
born to attend him—as if he had a right to place 
his foot upon the necks of all around him. My 
Spirit is impatient with such men. They are the 
curse of Ireland—they fatten upon the lite blood of 
its inhabitants.” 

: eq he adverts. to the religious state of Ire- 
ana. 


‘Respecting the religious state of Ireland, I 
can say but little, for my opportunity for informa- 
tion has, as yet, been limited. The Synod of 
-Ulster does not yet appear to have settled down; 
from the excitement produced by the Arian con- 
trowersy, into its former state of quietness .and 
peace. Montgomery and Cook. have not yet laid 
down the weapons of their warfare. The Remon- 
strants, who separated with Montgomery from 
the Synod of Ulster, are labouring to promote the 
interests of their party. They are separating from 
the mother church, ang erecting for themselves 
places of worship. I fear that Arianism is about 
to take deep root in this country.” 

“The * United Secession Church,’ in this coun- 
try is a large and respectable body. They hold 
firmly to the doctrines of the Westminster Con- 
fession of Faith, and their practice corresponds to 
their profession. ‘Their professor is the Rev. Mr. 
Edgar, a man of considerable talents, of extensive 
information for his years, and of great hospitality. 


DR MILLER’S LETTERS. 

We must request those who read Dr. Miller’s 
Letter on Revivals of Religion, to do it in the 
fear of God and in the spirit of prayer. On the 
consideration of such questions as he suggests, 
the influence of the spirit of party, of all things, 
should be anxiously and prayerfully avoided. 
We have seen partizans, in unholy warfare on the 
subject of revivals, hurling at each other detached 

aragraphs from Edwards on Revivals,—not 

nowing apparently with what pointed severity 
that hol man alike the speculative 
fault-finders and the inconsiderate and short- 
sighted zealots of his times. Such a spirit we 
deprecate as deadly to the spirit of revivals on 
both sides. If this letter cannot be read for some 
higher purpose than to find weapons in it to use 
against a new-school opponent, or to pick it to 
pieces because written by an old-school man, it 
had better be let entirely alone.—To us the views 
of Dr. M. seem remarkably judicious, ahd appre-' 
priate to the times; and we commend to 
the public with the earnest prayer, that they 
nee promote among us the true spirit of revivals. 


‘s] am so oppressed” said the dying Claude “that 

I can attend oniy to two of the great truths of reli- 
ion—the mercy of God and the gracious aids of his 
Froty Spirit. P knew in whom I have believed, 
‘and Iam ed he is able to keep what I have 
‘committed unto him against that day—my whole 
resource is the mercy of God. I expect a better 
life than this—our Lord Jesus Christ is my 
tighteonsness.” ‘Thus died the venerable 
br godly John Claude, in the sixty-eighth year 
of his age. 


reland ean best bestow. The following extracts | 


THE BRITISH PULPIT. | 


Pa.ey. 


Paley richly deserves a place, even in a brief 
and cursory review of this sort. Although heds 
comparatively little known as a preacher, yet his 
fame in theological literature is so great, that to 
pass over his name altogether without notice, 
might ag be deemed an unpardonable omis- 
sion. e has a claim on posterity too, as one 
whose political opinions and personal indepen- 
dence prevented his preferment, in spite of emi- 
nent, and, in some respects, incomparable ser- 
vices to the church. The enjoyment of a mitre, 
however, does not determine a man’s rank in the 
estimation of posterity; and Paley, by his admir- 
able works in defence of Christianity, has now 
taken his place far above the great majority of 
those, on whom, during. his illustrious career, 
royal favour deigned to smile. The Jeading 
characteristic of Paley’s mind was the combina- 
tion of a high degree of shrewdness and penetra- 
tion, with great good sense. Whilst his acute- 
ness detected the full bearings of an argument, 
his sound and manly sense kept him from running 
into unnecessary subtlety or refinement, led him 
to stop at the proper point, and to give to the argu- 
ment just as much weight as it was practically 
entitled to, and no more. He had a caution 
which would have suited admirably with the 
office and ar of a judge; he balanced the pros 
and cons with an honest and skilfnl hand; and 
after having stated the whole case, he never made 
an extravagant demand on the assent or belief of 
his readers. ‘This was his great excellence as an 
advocate for the Christian religion. The most 
jealous sceptic could scarcely presume to say that 
Paley had overstated any one position, or that he 
had founded too many inferences upon it. Per- 
haps he was too cautious, but it was a safe fault 
in a defender—particularly, when his pleadings 
were to be read, not heard. . This constitution of 
mind, it must be admitted, was unfavourable to 
eloquence; and accordingly, in the writings of 
Paley, we scarcely remember a single passage 
that rises to any considerable degree of fervour or 
brilliancy. If there be any marked exception to 
this observation, it is in the chapter of his natu- 
ral theology, ‘*On the Goodness of Deity.” His 
style is always perspicuous and often forcible ; 
and, as this is generally all that is necessary for 
the purpose of stating and explaining his argu- 
ment, he rarely aspires after any thing higher. 
His sermons are even more plainly written than 
some parts of his treatises. ‘They are full of 
excellent sense, expressed without redundance 
or exaggeration. They were, for the most part, 
preached to country audiences, to whose capaci- 
ties their author, was laudably anxious to accom- 
modate his argument. Those of them which 
were preached on public occasions, are more 
carefully and elaborately written; but still the 
preacher seldom attempts to rise above the grave 
tone of didactic composition. ‘There is a want of 
ornament in the style, which has probably im- 
paired their popularity with the majority of read- 
ers, though in point of distincthess and solidity of 
argument, and preggo of statement, they are 
admirably fitted for the plainest as well as the 
most polished minds. ee 


Horstey. 


Horsley is the most eminent of the bishops 
since the days of Warburton. He was a learned, 
eloquent, and powerful preacher. His sermons 
are by far the most able of the last century. 
They not only display great vigour, but are full 
of enlightetted masterly criticism. So complete- 
ly does the preacher grasp his subject, that even 
although often extremely difficult and involved, 
it is presented to the reader in the most simple 
and luminous form. There is great plainness 
with his power. Perhaps as popular composi- 
tions, they are too critical, though the criticism is 
so admirable and felicitous, that one is reluctant 
to object to it. Take, for instance, his sermons 
on the forty-fifth Psalm. Most of his sermons are 

ached from-difficult and controverted texts; and 
the ease with which he opens them up, the forci- 
ble manner in which he calls in his learning to 
his aid, as well as the originality and beauty of 
many of his critical comments,*claim the highest 
‘admiration. Without exactly kindling into the 
fervour of declamation, he is often truly eloquent 
-esolemn, dignified and impressive. .There is a 
terseness in his style—a sinewy firmness of nerve, 
if one might so express it, which, without much 
verbosity, conveys the idea of great strength. 
He speaks like a dictator. His sermons savour 
much of the bench—of one born to bear. sway. 
We feel as we read, that he was every inch a 
bishop. This peculiarity, viewed in connexion 
with his political opinions, which were of the 
Bternest and most arbitrary cast, has often led us 
to think that he would have made a magnificent 
pope. His countenance corresponded—iassive, 
stern, and resolute. His political opinions have 
falled into a contempt from which they are des- 
tined never to recover. With respect to them, he 
might have been the contemporary, as he would 
assuredly have been the alfy of Laud. Nothing 
but the most aristocatical pride and intolerance 
could have so blinded and warped his vigorous 
understanding, as* to lead him to the adoption of 
tenets fit only for the dark ages or the meredian 
of Turkey. _One of his political sermons—that 
he preached before the House of Lords in 1793,— 
called forth the youthful zeal, and the splendid 
abilities of Robert: Hall; and contemptuous and 
haughty as Horsley was, he could not be insensi- 
ble to the indignant invective, and unanswerable 
logic of -that illustrious writer. Hall was a 
match for the best bishop that ever wore a mitre; 
and it was no small proof of conscious vigour, 
that, stripling as he then was, he ventured to en- 
ter the lists with Horsley, justly regarded as the 
ablest champion in the camp of Toryism. 


The learning, acuteness, and dictatorial power 
of Bishop Horsley, qualified him in an eminent 
degree for controversy. His labours in this de- 
partment were eminently serviceable, and claim 
a brief notice. It was fortunate that Priestley put 
forth the defence of Socinianism which he at- 
tempted. His great, and upon the whole, well 
merited fame as a philosopher, his learning, his 
candour, and his liberality, had all given him so 
deservedly high a place in the public estimation, 
that any work from his pen was sure to command 
attention ; and therefore, Socinianism could never 
have had a fairer chance for a full and free dis- 
cussion than in his hands. He wrote his book— 
a history of the opinions of the fathers and early 
Christian writers on the subject of the Divinity 
of the Son of God. It was plausible, but super- 
ficial and incorrect, abounding in partial quota- 
tion and ignorant assertion. Horsley forthwith 
entered the field, and in one of the ablest pieces 
of controversial writing ever penned, demolished 
at once and for ever the superstructure which 
Priestley had reared. The ignorance, the incon- 
clusive reasoning, and the defective criticism of 
that writer, are exposed in the most masterly and 
cutting style. Never was there a more triumph- 
ant answer. The Socinians have still continued 
to struggle on, and of late years by joining in the 
democratic cry for liberty, have sought to gain 
themselves a transient notoriety with the people. 
But whatever blustering they may make regard- 
ing the progress of the human mind, and the con- 

eniality of their own opinions with the cause of 
Ber ty and truth, it may be safely affirmed that 
this branch of the controversy is not likely to be 
soon opened up. The varied and profound learn- 
ing, the critical sagacity, the unwearied force of 
argument, and the bold indignant invective dis- 
played in the letters of Bishop Horsley, place 
them in the very first rank of controversial writ- 
ings. Chillingworth’s great work is perhaps 
more closely reasoned ; Bentley, in his classical 
disputes, has probably displayed more critical 
nicety and refinement; but we have little hesita- 
tion in saying, that, as combining the highest ex- 
cellencies of polemical composition, Horsley’s 
Letters to Priestley are to this day unrivalled— 


certainly not surpassed. 


‘THE DISCIPLINE OF GENIUS. | 


The whole life of man, being a period of pro- 
bation, intended to qualify him for a higher state 
of existence, is a system of moral culture, ar- 
ranged by Omniscient Wisdom, in such a man- 
ner, that every circumstance around us, every 
event during its progress, even personal ailments 
and tag. conformation, all bear upon our future 
welfare, by either calling into action some good 
quality which might otherwise have lain dormant, 
or repressing some evil passion or tendency which 
paignt have exerted a baneful influence over us, 
had it been allowed to reach maturity. Some- 
thing like this the philosopher may dimly ima- 
gine, but the Christian alone can truly feel. 
Thus, in the case of Lord. Byron, the conscious- 
ness of almost unrivalled endowments, and a 
countenance and person cast in a mould of match- 
less beauty, naturally tended to cherish pride, in 
all its aspects and through all its range, from the 
lofty sense of mental superiority, down to the 
meaner grade of personal vanity. ‘To check the 
former he was subjected to constitutional melan- 
choly; to banish the latter a slight malconforma- 
tion of his right foot occasioned continual lame- 
ness. In this, unhappily, he did not recognise 
the wise and merciful intention of Providence; 
and as man is permitted to pervert his blessings, 
he allowed the one to darken all the current of 
his mind, and the other to imbitter his whole 
life in his intercourse with the world. The pro- 
per medicaments for cure were given, but, being 
misused, were converted into poison, and the 
maladies not only remained, but festered into 
greater virulence. With the ardent impetuosity 
of his impassioned nature, he rushed into the gid- 
dy vortex of pleasure, and eagerly snatched at its 
empty delights; but when they were crushed in 
his giant grasp—instead of looking upwards and 
engaging in pursuit of those that not only could 
not perish in the using, but would expand, ele- 
vate, and refine his own powers with every fresh 
attainment, presenting neither end or limit to con- 
fine his immortal aspirations,—he withdrew in 
disappointment and disgust, retired into the dark 
~cavern of his own mind, and dug them into ten- 
fold deeper gloom. aoe to the blind policy 
of his wordly-wise friends, he thought to wean 
himself from the harassing entanglements of vice 
by contracting an ill-omened and an ill-concerted 
marriage :—the rose withered in his embrace, and 
he pressed the thorn to his breast, then plunged 
into frenzied excess to deaden the anguish of the 
immedicable wound. Had he but been enabled 
by the light of revealed truth to read in all these 
things the hand-writing of God—to perceive in 
every privation and affliction the paternal correc- 
tions of heavenly merey,—the iron that entered 
into his soul would, by this divine alchymy, have 
been transmuted into gold, ‘pure gold, seven 
times tried in the furnace :’ and, by the failure of 
every merely human. scheme of happiness, h 
would have been led to seek, and seeking would 
have obtained, that ‘ peace of God which passeth 
all understanding, to — his heart and mind.’ 
His high-pitched soul felt the worthlessness of 
the world’s misnamed enjoyments, and in its bet- 
ter hours, soared far above them in generous dis- 
dain; but the clay of vanity, the and mists of 

ride, clogged his efforts, and hid from him the true 
fight of heaven, and he soared loftily but to stoop 
the lower, alternately repelled and attracted by 
the earth which he scorned yet could not quit, and 
the heaven which he sought and therefore could 
not find. His was indeed a noble but a ruined na- 
ture: and while we admire its occasional gran- 
deur, and lament its too frequent degradation, let 
us, aS we trace its portentous course between 
earth and heaven, learn the important lesson, so 


fearfully and impressively taught, that genius can 


boast no exemption from the most common duties 
and obligations of common morality, but rather is 
bound to the observance of purer and more com- 
prehensive rules in virtue of its own superior na- 
ture, and on pain of penalties greatly more formi- 
dable ; and that to be a sceptic or an infidel, to 
be ‘without God in the world,’ is to be indeed 
‘without hope,’ and without the possibility of 
true happiness, a doom from which the posses- 
sion of but a single talent will furnish no cause 
or prospect of escape, and which powers the most 
transcendant will but aggravate. 


A LESSON FOR TRAVELLERS. 


Some months ago, as a friend of mine was 
travelling from a provincial city to London, out- 
side a stage coach, a gentleman who sat next 
him courteously inquired if he had any objection 
to hear him read a chapter in the New Testa- 
ment. Assent being cheerfully given, the gen- 
tleman produced a Greek Testament from his 
pocket, and forthwith read into English, in a 
voice loud enough to be heard by his fellow pas- 
sengers, the eighth chapter of the Epistle to the 
Romans; on concluding which, he proceeded to 
address the company, with, much earnestness and 
affection, on the great and fundamental truths of 
the Gospel, and was heard for an hour or more 
with respectful attention. In course of the day, 
most of the former passengers except this gentle- 
man and my informant had left the coach, and 
their places were supplied by others. _ ‘Towards 
the evening the question of the morning was re- 
newed, and, as my friend expressed an equal 
readiness to hear, another chapter was read, and 
another address delivered, in language so appro- 
priate, and with such unaffected and earnest be- 
nevolence of manner as riveted the attention of 
all, and drew forth testimonials of hearty appro- 
bation, after the speaker had departed, from some 
of his audience who were evidently utter strangers 


{ to serious religion. 


Many of my readers, probably, have been 
grieved and disgusted by the conversation they 
have been obliged to hear when in such situa- 
tions; and some, perhaps, have felt self-con- 
demned on account of their criminal backward- 
ness to reprove iniquity, or to intreduce such con- 
versation as may be useful to those with whom 
they are providentially brought, for a few hours, 
into contact. The incident I have now related 
may serve at once to reprove, to stimulate, and to 
encourage such individuals, and lead them in 
some degree at least, ‘*to go and do likewise.”’ 
I could name the pious individual who thus nobly 
avowed himself not to be ashamed of the Gospel 


I will add, that he was not a clergyman—nor dis- 
— minister, but he was a man of ample for- 
tune, largely engaged in commercial concerns, 
and belonging to a religious body not usually con- 
sidered to abound in zeal for the conversion of 
sinners to God—the Society of Friends. —London 
Baptist Miscellany. 


PRAYER FOR LIBERIA. 


At a meeting of the Board of Directors of the 
Massachusetts Colonization Society held at the 
Gencral Agency Office, Joy’s Building, April 11, 
1833,—It was unanimously Aesolved, That in 
view of the momentous crisis of our country’s 
history, in relation to the existence of Slavery, it 
be earnestly recommended to Christians of all 
denominations, ¢o spend a portion of the morning of 
the 4th of July next in special prayer to Almighty 
God, to preserve us from impending evils, to pro- 
tect, enlarge and bless the Colony at Liberia, to 
pour on benighted Africa the light of the Gospel, 
to deliver our beloved country from the sin of 
Slavery, to put a speedy end to all traffic in hu- 
man beings, and to give energy to all means now 
in operation, or which may yet be devised, to ac- 
complish those important objects. . 


jG~ All religious, or other papers friendly to 
the African cause, are requested to publish the 
above resolution, and especially to call the atten- 
tion of the Christian community to it near the ap- 
pointed time, that there may be one simultaneous 
offering up of supplications to God in all the 
churches on the anniversary of our National In- 
dependence. 

J. N. Danrortu, 


Gen, Agent A. C, 


of Christ—that, perhaps, is not expedient—but | 'T 


PROFESSOR SILLIMAN ON TOBACCO, 


An Anti-Tobaceo Society has, we are told, been 
recently formed in the Theological Seminary at 
New Haven. At one of the meetings of this 
Society, Professor Silliman made some very in- 
teresting remarks, from a brief abstract of which, 
as contained in a letter from a member of ‘the So- 
ciety, we are permitted to make the following 
extracts ; 

‘‘He commenced the attack-with a battery of 
medical authorities respecting the nature, quali- 
ties, and effects of the poisonous drug called to- 
bacco. Their united testimony, was that it 
should be classed with the most energetic poi- 
sons. 

‘¢ Prof. S. then laid aside his authorities, and 
commenced a very handsome but tremendous 
appeal. He related three several instances in 
which men had destroyed their health by tobacco, 
and were restored by leaving it off. He remem- 
bered two cases of evident ruin by tobacco; one, 
of a young man who came to college with an ath- 
letic frame, acquired the habit of using tobacco, 
and would sit and smoke by the hour together. 
His friends tried to persuade him to quit the 
practice. But, said Prof. S., he loved his lust, 
and would have it, live or die; he went down to 
his grave a suicide. @e then spoke of the un- 
approachable tenacity with which such men held 
this habit. He said they would not step over the 
little rill of self-denial necessary for the sake of 
health, and almost of salvation. He described 
the disgusting puddle which tobacco-cheWers 
make around them. It is enough said he to nau- 
seate a horse.—He alluded with great feeling to 
the evils produced by tobacco in college. Oh, 
said he, there is ascene of moral desolation to 
make every friend of humanity weep.—Said he, 
no minister of the Gospel ought to use tobacco—he 
ought not to do any thing of questionable morali- 
ty. The associations in this case are all bad— 
all carnal. Look at the tendency of example. 
See its pernicious operation in colledinsellll said 
that God had settled the question how far we are 
to indulge in animal gratification. He has 
provided an abundance of objects in nature ad- 
dressing themselves to our senses. We must 
-eat and drink—we must see and hear the beauti- 
ful sights and sounds that surround us; but God 
has never authorized us to create an artificial lust. 
He said he was much gratified at having an op- 
portunity to bear testimony onthis subject. Hehad 
always shown himself a foe of tobacco, but never 
before had an opportunity of grappling it by the 
horns.” 

We have been told that the first Presbytery of 
Long. Island, N. Y., at their last session, after 
hearing an account of the New Haven Anti-To- 
bacco Society, and engaging in some discussion 
of the subject thus brought before them, adopted 
a resolution recommending to all the members of 
the Presbytery total abstinence from the use of 
tobacco. 

We are glad to hear of the anti-tobacco move- 
ment at New Haven. Especially do we rejoice 
to see such men as Professor Silliman grappling 
the tobacco intemperance ‘by the horns.” We 
rejoice, too, at what has been done by the Long 
Island Presbytery. We hope other ecclesiastical 
bodies will follow the good example which has 
thus been set.—Jour. Hum. 


THE COURTESY OF THE LIBERATOR. 
Let the following language respecting the phi- 
lanthropic Agent of the Colonization Society be 
examined. | 


Josnua N. Danrortu.—The high esteem which 
we entertain for the clerical profession must be 
our apology for omitting, in our use of this man’s 
name, the sacred title of ‘Reverend.’ If he has 
not, like the hypocritical priest described by Pol- 
lok, ‘stolen the livery of the court of heaven to 
serve the devil in;’ he has, at least, been guilty 
of propagating the most glaring misrepresenta- 
tions concerning this paper and the cause which 
it advocates. Whether these misrepresentations 
are wilful, or the fruit of that ignorance and stu- 
pidity, which are his distinguishing traits, we 
pretend not to say. His letter, which we publish 
to-day, addressed to Col. Stone, is a compound 
of folly, presumption, arrogance and misrepre- 
sentation.— Liberator. 


UNITED STATES TEMPERANCE CONVENTION. 

The United States Temperance Convention, to 
be composed of three or more delegates from each 
State, and one or more from each County, who 
have been, or may be appointed by the Tempe- 
rance Societies or the friends of Temperance for 
that purpose, will meet in the city of Philadel- 
phia, on the 24th day of May; to unite their 
councils and efforts, by the universal diffusion of 
information, and by a kind of moral influence, to 
extend the principle of abstinence from the use of 
ardent spirit, and from the traffic in it throughout 
the United States. J. Epwarps, 


Cor. See. Am. T. Soc. 


THEOLOGICAL, AND CLASSICAL 
OOKS. 

H ENRY’S EXPOSITION, 6 vels 8vo; Clarke’s Com- 

mentary, 6 vols 8vo; Scott’s do 3 vols 8vo; do 
do 5vols4to; do do 6 vols 8vo; Doddrige’s Family 
Expositor, I vol; do Miscellancous Works, I vol; Hen- 
ry’s do do 1 vol; Cruden’s Concordance; Robert 
Hall’s Works, 6 vols London; do do do 3 vols; 
Dwight’s Theology, 4 vols; Edwards’ Works, 10 vols ; 
M'Ilvaine’s Evidences; Stewart’s Works, 7 vols; 
Brown’s Bible Dictionary; Robinson’s do do; Alex- 
ander’s do do; Wilson’s Evidences, 2 vols; Bicker- 
steth’s Work’s; Theological Common Place Book; 
Jay’s Works, 3 vols; Missionary Gazetteer; Payson’s 
Life and Sermons; Confession of Faith, ander 
Hooght’s Hebrew Bible; Ambrose’s Works; Pulpit 
Assistant; Smith’s Messiah, 3 vols; _Calmut’s Bible 
Dictionary London edition, by Professor Robivson ; 
Horne’s Introduction, 4 vols. 8vo; Stuart on the Romans, 
Macknight on the Epistles; Owen’s Works, 21 vols; Si- 
meon’s Works, 21 vols; Lightfoot’s Works, 13 vols; 
Blvomfield’s Digest, 8 vols; Howe’s complete Works 1 
vol; Murdock’s Mosheim ch. History, 3 vols; Locke’s 
Works, 10 vols; Newton’s Works, 2 vols; Jones’ church 
Hlistory ; Irving’s Life of Milton ; Smith and Dwight’s Re- 
searches in Armenia, 2 vols; Wilson on Church Govern- 
mont ; Legh Richmond’s Dom, Portraiture; Memoir of 
Rev. J. C. Rieu; Barnes’ Notes on the Gopels ; Jahn’s 
Archaeology ; Stuart’s Hebrew Grammar; do. do. Chresto- 
mathy ; do. Course of Study, vol 2; Gibb’s Manual Hebrew 
Lexicon, Donegan’s Greek Lexicon; Pickering’s do. do. 
Rigg’s Chaldee Manual. With a complete assortment of 
Theological, Classical, and Miscellaneous Books. 

For sale by FRENCH & PERKINS, 

159 Chesnut street. 


VALUABLE THEOLOGICAL BOOKS, 
HE Works of the Rev. Stephen Chanock, B. D. 
In 9 vols. The Works of Robert Hall, 3 vols. 8vo. 
Fisher’s Catechism; The Presbyterian Confession of 
Faith ; The Confession of Faith; the Larger and Shorter 
Catechism with the Scripture proofs at-large, &c. 
from the late Edinburg edition; ‘The Works of Pre- 
sident Edwards, with a Memoir of his Life, 10 vols.’ 
The British Pgeacher in 3 vols. Wood’s Mosaic His- 
tory; the Young Christian; Moshiem’s Church Histor 
3 vols. Webster’s Dictionary ; Johnson’s and Walker's 
Dictionary ; Hahn’s Hebrew Bible; Locke and Dodd’s 
Common Place Book; Vander Hooght, do. do. Pay- 
son’s Life and Sermons; Missionary Gazetteer; The 
Missionary Annual ; Wilson on Church Government ; 
Wilson’s Evidences ; Schleusner’s Lexicon; Pickering’s 
Lexicon; Davie’s Sermons; Barr’s Scripture Student’s 
Assistant; The Divines of the Church of England, con- 
taining the works of Barrow, Sherlock, Taylor, Ogden, 
&c. Simeon’s Works, containing Hore Homiletice, &c. 
Jay’s Works, complete in 3 vols; Stuart on the Romans, 
in 1 vol 8vo; Start’s Works, 7 vols; The Complete 
Works of the Rev. J. Owen, 21 vols; The Complete Works 
of the Rev. John Lightfoot; Lardner’s Works, complete, 
10 vols; Lord Bacon's Works, complete, 10 vols; Bur- 
net’s Reformation, in 4 vols ; Tillotson’s Works, complete 
in 10 vols; Brown’s Comparative View of Christianity ; 
Flavel’s whole Works, in 6 vols; Calmet’s Dictionary of 
the Bible; Dwight’s Theology, 4 vols; Bagster’s Compre- 
hensive Bible, various bindings; Henry’s Commentaries, 
in 3 and 6 vols; Scott’s do. in3 and 6 vols; Clarke’s do 
in 6 vols; Gill’s do in 9 vols; McKuight on the Epistles, 
in 1 and 4 vols; Newton’s Works, complete in 2 vols; 
Hewlet’s Commentary on the Scriptures. For sale by 
EORGE, LATIMER & Co. 
13 south 4th street. 


NEW BOOKS. 

CHRIST our Example, by Miss Caroline Fry. Serip- 

ture Principles, by - Occasional Discourses, in- 
cluding several never before published, by Francis Way- 
land, President of Brown University. Ware on the For- 
mation of the Christian Character. John Foster’s Glory 
of the Age. Innes’ Advice to Church Members, or 
Sketches of Human Nature. Portraitune of a Christian 
Gentleman. Iviney’s Life of Milton, with a portrait. 

For sale by J. WHETHAM, 

22 south Fourth street. 

(> Also, Roman Catholic Controversy, No. IV. 


— 
THE PROTESTANT... 
MESSRS. HUTCH N & DWIER, of Hattford, 


Conn., have just lished a most valauble 
seasonable work, entitled PROTESTANT ; being 
a Series of Essays on the ncipal Poimts of Controversy 
between the Church of Rome and the Reformed. B 
WILLIAM M‘GAVIN, Esq.; with an bere 

APPENDIX, | 


Containing Three distinct Essays on the following sab: 


jects. 
I. JESUITiSM. This ‘discussion shall illustrate the 
influence of that system upon our Political Institu- 


Priests to a Foreiga Power. 
II. MONACHISM. Condensing a View of Male and 
Female Convents, with their effects upon eivil 


society. 
If. PRACTICAL POPERY. Displaying the operation 
of Romanism on our Domestic and Social Relations, 
and upon Individual Character. 
Together with the Number of Roman Catholics in this 
country, their Locations, Seminaries, Principal Church- 
es, and Religious Establishments. 7 


In the above work, which has already passed throu 
nine editions in Europe, will be found a clear and faithful 
exhibition of the errors, both in dectrine and practice of 
the Roman church. The author has laid open to the view 
of the uninitiated, scenes which may well excite their as- 
tonishment, and which will certainly provoke their indig- 
nation ;—he has proved intolerance, oppression, treach- 
ery, the most shameless license in morals, and an insati+ 
able thirst for power, to be the characterestics of thé 
Church of Rome. 
The style of these productions is classical, vigorous,’ 
and in many passages truly eloquent. 
The Essays, prepared by a gentleman in America who 
has long devoted himself to an inquiry into the tharacter 
and tendency of Romanism, and especially its influence 
on our own political and domestic institutions, will be 
found a valuable appendage to the word. 

CONDITIONS. 
The work is comprised in 4wo large octavo volumes, 
printed with a new type, on good and durable paper, an 
contains over 1500 pages. 
Each volume is embellished with an elegant frontis- 
piece; the first cousists of a p of seven portraits of the 
rincipal Reformers, viz. HUSS, CALVIN, WICKLIFF, 
JEROME of Prague, LUTHER, KNOX, and WES- 
The second represents the execution of Protestants at 
the Auto da Fe, by order of the Inquisition. Both en- 
graved on steel in a superior style. 
The work is well bound, in gilt binding, in a neat and 
workmanlike manner, and delivered to subscribers at Five 
Dollars, payable on delivery.; or $5 50 with extra calf 
binding. 
Subscribers are not to be considered in any respect 
oe to receive the book, unless it proves in every par- 
ticular equa! to the description as above specified. 
Subscriptions for the above work will be received for the 
present at the Theological Book store of George, Laumer 


work may be examined. 


themselves of these valuable essays, will please to ad- 
dress ERASTUS FLINT, Philadelphia, Agent for the 
publishers. 


RECOMMENDATIONS. 
From the Rev. Ashbel Green, D. D. LL. D. | 
By the favour of a fitend, the British edition of the work 
entitled “The Protestant,” by William M‘Gavin, Esq., in 
four octavo volumes, was in my possession for about a 
year. I read the first volume throughout, very carefully, 
and inspected the others in various parts, im a cu 
manner. I| have no hesitation in recommending this w 
to the patronage of the whole Protestant community in 
this country. It contains authentic information on the 
subject of Popery, which ought at this time to be in the 
hands of all, as an antidote to the artifices of the agents of 
“the Man ot Sin,” by which many are deceived, and thou- 
sands of precious souls endangered in the concerns of eter- 


nity. ASHBEL GREEN. 
Philadelphia, April 8, 1833. 


From the Rev. G. R. Livingston, D. D. . 
The various subjects which separate the Romish and 
Protestant Churches are of vital importance, and need to 
be more generally understood by the American people, 
The work entitled ‘‘ The Protestant,” presents these sub- 
jects to view. It has passed through a number of edi- 
tions in Europe, and deserves to receive equal favour in 
this land of religious and civil liberty. It abounds with 
facts and reasonings, which will aid the inquirer after 
truth; and I do most cordially recommend it to the pa- 
tronage of all Christians and patriots, who can offord to 
procure a copy. G. R. LIVINGSTON. | 


My views of “ The Protestant’ correspond with those 
expressed above by Dr. Livingston. 
G. T. BEDELL, 
Pastor of St. Andrews Church, Philadelphia. 


From the Rev, W. C. Brownlee, D. D., Rev. Andrew 
Stark, and Rev. James Irvine, New York. | 

The present increase of Popery in the United States 
renders the publication of a popular work :ssential to the 
best interests of civil society, as well as the Church ot 
God—and as Mr. M‘Gavin’s celebrated volumes com- 
ise all the principal subjects in the controversy, we re- 
Joice that an edition is re-published in America. ; 
We therefore not only cordially recommend this edition 
of the Protestant to all those who rightly estimate the in- 
valuable epee which they enjoy as the result of the 
blessed Reformation; but we also earnestly -exhort all 
those Christians who are desirous to understand the true 
spirit and effects of Popery, to patronise this publication, 
that their children may be safely preserved from the gall- 
ing Papal yoke, which so long has fettered the European 
nations in profound ignorance, servile degradation, and 


universal crime and misery. 
W. C. BROWNLEE, 
ANDREW STARK, 
JAMES IRVINE, 


From Rev. Samuel Spring, Hartford. pete 

I regard the re-publication-of the Glasgow Protes- 
tant with approbation. These volumes contain informa- 
tion on the subject of Popery, full—authentic—various 
—and much needed. They expose its corruptions and 
its tendency with uncommon skill and faithfulness. The 
lift the pall which conceals a mass of corruption and deat 
hitherto unknown and almost unsuspected. If the admo- 
nitions they contain, are disregarded, it certainly will not 
be the fault of the intelligent and faithful author of the Pro- 
testant. SAMUEL SPRING. - 

Hartford, September, 24th, 1832. : 

The following extract is taken from the Review of 
“Birt on Popery,” y the late lamented Rev. RO- 
BERT HALL, and will show its reputation on the other 
side of the Atlantic. ‘‘ The Protestant, a series of Essa 
by Wm. M‘Gavin, Esq. of Glasgow, contains the fullest 
delineations of the popish system, and the most powerfel 
confutation of its prineyples in a popular style of any 
work we have scen. Who ever wishes to see Popery in 
her real garb, drawn to the life in its hideous wickedness 
and deformity, will find abundant satisfaction in the pages 
of the Protestant. 

In addition to the above recommendations may be no- 
ticed the extraordinary demand for the work. Nine Edi- 
tions were called for in rapid succession in Glasgow, and 
the first impression from the American Press were all solid 
in a few months, which led’ to the immediate appearance 
of the second, which is now offered for the first time in 
this city. Philadelphia, May 1833. 


THEOLOGICAL BOOKS. 
GELECT Works of John Owen: Watson’s Body of 
Divinity ; Barrow’s Works; Flavel’s whole Works; 
Archbishop Tillotson’s Works, 10 vols; Bagster’s Com- 
pens Bible; President Edwards’ Works, 10 vols; 
wight’s Theology, 4 vols; the Works of Dugald Stu-. 
art 7 vols; Hopkins’ Body of Divinity, 2 vols; Brown’s 
do; Gurnal’s Christian Armour, 2 vols; Hannam’s Pul- 
pit Assistant, 2 vols; do 1 vol; Grotius on the Truth of 
the Christian Religion ; Works of Isaac Ambrose, 1 vol; 
Stuart on the Romans, 1 vol; Jay’s Works, 3 vols R 
Moshiem’s Ecclesiastical Histor f vol; M‘Knight on 
the Epistles, 4 vols; do 1 vol; Hunter’s Sacred j 
phy; 1 vol ; Jones’ Church History, 1 vol ; icmnenle Sel-. 
lections ; Smith’s Messiah, 3 vols; Prideaux’s Connex- 
ions, 2 vols; Davies’ Sermons, 3 vols; Dwight’s do, 
Leland on Revelation, 2 vols; Locke’s Essays; Newton 
on the Prophecies ; Sturm’s Reflections , Gill’s Commen- 
tary, 9 vols; Henry’s do. 6 vols; do. 3 vols; Scott's do. 
6 vols; do. 3 vols; Burkitt’s Family- Expositor 1 -vol 
Doddridge’s do; do Miscellaneous Works; Calmet’s. 
Dictionary by Robinson; Hahn’s Hebrew Bible ; Leigh. 
ton on St. Peter. 
Memoir of James Brainerd Taylor. By John Holt 
Rice, D. D. and Benjamin Holt Rice, D. D. First edi- 
tion. Just received and for sale by 
J. WHETHAM, 
Bookseller, 22 south 4th street, 
->Just received a large assortment of splendid Lon- 


don Theological Books, all of which he will dispose of 
low for cash. 


FRESH BLACK AND GREEN PEAS, ~ 
50 Half Chests Souchong Tea, rose flavored and very: 
Strong. 20 do. do. Giobe’s cargo, Eyre & Mas- 
sey's Importation, the strongest of all Black Teas, stpe- 
rior flavor. 45 chests Souchong, Canton’s cargo, @ 
lightful mild and soft Tea, said to be such as the Canten. 

ea Drinkers use. 30 chests Pecco, Orange Pecco, 
Powchong and Bohea Teas, of various prices. Pe, 

Very superior Young Hyson, Impenal and Gunpew- 
der Teas. 
The above Black Teas Have been selected from the. 
best imported within the last twelve months, and comprise 
all the different kinds and flavors used at the oom ana 
time. For sale by the chest and at retail, at the Tempe- 
rance Store, No. Market street, above 7th, south 
side, and at the old stand corner of 2d and Dock streets. © 


Batpwin & 
Just received, 7 cases East India Preserved Ginger, at 


a reduced price. 

HAMS FOR FAMILY USE. 
500 of Holcomb’s & Shreve’s superior Jerseys 
warranted equal to any Jersey hams. 100 Prime B 


more, city cured. 600 Western Hams from 10 to £1 cts. 
per pound. For sale as above. 


tions ; combined with the subjection ef the Roman — 


& Co. No. 13 South Fourth street, where a copy of the | 


Persons in the city, or at a distance, wishing to avail: 
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